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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  LAW  858 


FLOOD  COFTP 01  AFD  FTVEPS  AND  HARBORS  ACT,  1948.  Title  I, 
the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act  of  1948,  authorizes  certain 
works  of  improvement  or  rivers  and  harbors  and  other  water¬ 
ways  for  navigation,  flood  control  and  other  purposes. 

Title  II,  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1948,  arrends  the  F]ood 
Cortrol  Act  of  1936,  as  arrended,  and  contains  specific 
flood-control  authorizations,  including  an  authorization 
for  an  appropriation  of  $10,000,000  additional  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  in  equal  amounts  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
and  this  Department  for  carrying  out  any  examination  or 
survey  provided  for  in  Title  IT. 
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IHDEX  AFD  SHFFARY  OF  HISTORY  OH  H.  R.  6419 


February  11,  1948 

Hearings:  House,  I.  R.  6419.  Title  I. 

April  1,  1948 

Hearings?  House,  H.  R.  6419.  Title  TJ. 

Fay  3,  1948 

F.  R.  6419  was  introduced  by  Rep.  Dondero  and  was 
referred  to  the  TTcuse  Committee  or  Public  ’forks. 

Print  of  the  bill  as  introduced. 

Fay  6,  1948 

House  Committee  reported  F.  R.  6419  without  amend¬ 
ment.  House  Report  1870.  Print  of  the  bill  as 
reported . 

Hay  10,  3948 

Hearings:  Senate,  H.  p.  6419. 

Fay  11,  1948 

House  Rules  Committee  reported  H.  c»s.  589  for  the 
consideration  of  F.  R.  6419.  House  Rept.  193ff. 

Print  of  the  Reso3utiors. 

Fay  26,  1948 

Amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Pepper  to  1 .  R.  6419. 
Print  of  the  amendment. 

June  3,  3948 

House  debated  and  passed  K.  R.  6419  with  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

June  4>  1948 

F.  R.  6419  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Public  ttorks.  Print  of  the  bill  as  referred. 

June  7,  1948 

Print  of  an  amendment  proposed  by  Senator  Cain. 

Jure  9,  1948 

Senate  Committee  reported  F.  R.  6419  with  amendments. 
Senate  Report  1568.*  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

June  10,  3948 

Print  of  an  amendment  proposed  by  Senator  'agnuson. 

H.  R.  6419  reprinted  with  additional  committee  amend¬ 
ments. 

June  12,  1948 

Senate  debated  arc  passed  F.  R.  6419  with  amendments. 

Pnirt  of  F.  R.  6419  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
numbered . 

June  14,  1948 

Both  Houses  appointed  Conferees. 

June  16,  1948 

House  received  the  Conference  Report.  TT.  'ept.  2382. 

Senate  agreed  to  the  Conference  Report. 

Jure  17,  1948 

House  agreed  to  the  Conference  Report. 

June  30,  1948 

Approved.  Public  law  85  • 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


H.  R.  6419 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

May  3, 1948 

Mr.  Dondero  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works 


A  BILL 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I— RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

4  Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers 

5  and  harbors  and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  com 

G  trol,  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 

1  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

8  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accord- 

9  ance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom- 
mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports 
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hereinafter  designated:  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of 
section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  Numbered  14,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first 
session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  herein  author¬ 
ized;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improvement  for 
navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  553, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered  552,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 


bered  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Hock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num- 
bered  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Chester  Diver,  Maryland  (channel  from  Kent  Island 
Narrows  to  Wells  Cove)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  380, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Honga  Diver  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  680,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  Diver,  Virginia ; 
House  Document  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  Diver, 
Virginia;  House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document 
Numbered  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear  Diver,  North 
Carolina,  including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina;  House  Document  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Document  Num¬ 


bered  559,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Galveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House 
Document  Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of 
Traverse  City)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  New  York;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California;  House  Document  Numbered 
- ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  Biver  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document 
Numbered  586,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  boat 

basin  at,  Garibaldi)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  - 

Eightieth  Congress  ; 

Umpqua  Biver,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Win¬ 
chester  Bay)  ;  Senate  Document  Numbered - ,  Eightieth 

Congress ; 
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Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel)  ;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered - ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document 
Numbered  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warrenton)  ;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  River,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  River,  Washington;  House 
Document  Numbered - ,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing 
river  and  harbor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria¬ 
tions,  may  he  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  the 
collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its 
tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  he  carried  out  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  project. 

Sec.  103.  That  the  existing  project  for  the  Neches  and 
Angelina  Rivers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  is  hereby-  modified  so  as  to 
provide  that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances  that 
upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute 
toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not 
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to  exceed  two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for 
its  own  use. 

Sec.  104.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys  to  be  made  at  the  following-named  localities,  the 
cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  such  purposes:  Provided ,  That  no  pre¬ 
liminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 
works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  or  some  prior  Act 
or  joint  resolution  shall  be  made:  Provided  further,  That 
after  the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law 
on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work  under  way  or 
proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental  or  additional  report 
or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law :  Provided 
further,  That  the  Government  shall  not  he  deemed  to  have 
entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water¬ 
way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  Act  until  the  project  for 
the  proposed  work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law :  Provided 
further,  That  reports  of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and  shore 
protection  shall  include  an  estimate  of  the  public  interests 
involved,  and  such  plan  of  improvement  as  is  found  justified, 
together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs  in  each  case: 
And  provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested 
in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law: 
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Pesoris  Creek,  New  York; 

Tolchester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  River,  Maryland; 

Holdens  Creek;  Virginia ; 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

Back  River,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  con¬ 
necting  Back  River  with  Front  Cove; 

Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 

Powells  Bay,  Accomack  County,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts 
Point,  and  channel. connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast”; 

Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington. 

Sec.  105.  Title  I  may  be  cited  as  the  “River  and 

Harbor  Act  of  1948”. 

TITLE  II— FLOOD  CONTROL 

Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22, 
1936  (Public,  Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress), 
as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938 
(Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy-fifth  Congress),  shall 
apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  Act  except  that  for 
any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 
provisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise 
provided  by  law:  Provided ,  That  the.  authorization  for  any 
flood-control  project  herein  adopted  requiring  local  cooper¬ 
ation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the  date  on  which  local 
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1  interests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department  of  the 

2  Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 

3  interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 

4  to  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation 

5  will  be  furnished. 

6  Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of 

7  December  22,  1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth 

8  Congress,  second  session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  proj- 

9  ects  herein  authorized;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth 

10  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of 

11  improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation 

12  and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 

13  forth  in  full. 

14  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 

15  that  the  following  provisions  shall  be  observed : 

16  No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a 
II  project  for  flood  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be 

18  -authorized  by  the  Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project 

19  or  modification  has  been  previously  submitted  by  the  Chief 

20  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  conformity  with 

21  existing  law. 

Sec.  20o.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for 
23  the  benefit  of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  flood- 
21  waters  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  author- 
25  ized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
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1  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 

2  in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  reports  liere- 

3  inafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 

4  therein:  Provided,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications, 

5  and  preliminary  work  may  he  prosecuted  on  any  project 

6  authorized  in  this  Act  with  funds  from  appropriations  here- 

7  tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready 

8  for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  program:  Provided 

9  further,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated 

10  as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  be 

11  consistent  with  budgetary  requirements:  And  provided 

12  further,  That  pen  stocks  and  other  similar  facilities  adapted 

13  to  possible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydroelectric 

14  power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam  authorized  in  this  Act 

15  for  construction  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  when 

16  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  recommenda- 

17  tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Eederal  Power  Com- 

18  mission : 

19  ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

20  The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett, 

21  Missouri,  in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  are  hereby  authorized 

22  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

23  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  445, 

24  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $740,000. 
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The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas 
River  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  De¬ 
cember  22,  1944,  in  accordance  with  House  Document 
Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate  in  the 
cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across 
the  Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-D ort 
Smith  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $200,000. 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois, 
on  the  Rock  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  House  Document  Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  River, 
Illinois,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  245,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  Aitkin,  Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  River  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,680,000. 
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1  OHIO  RIVER  BASIN 

2  The  local  Hood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity 

3  of  Uniontown,  Penns}dvania,  on  Redstone  Creek,  are  hereby 

4  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 

5  mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 

6  Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 

7  $1,015,000. 

8  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Rosiclare,  Illinois, 

9  on  the  Ohio  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 

10  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 

11  neers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  125,  Eightieth  Con- 

12  gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

13  GREAT  LAKES  BASIN 

14  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity, 

15  New  York,  on  Tonawanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  sub- 

16  stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

17  Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  46, 

18  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $565,000. 

19  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansville  and  vicinity, 

20  New  York,  on  Canaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee 

21  River,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 

22  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 

23  Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti- 

24  mated  cost  of  $165,000. 

25  The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on 
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Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $1,010,000. 

The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards 
Farm  area  and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from 
floods  caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from  increases  in 
the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby  authorized  substan¬ 
tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

SANTA  OLAEA  EIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara 
River  and  its  tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  443, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $4,960,000. 

GILA  EIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity, 
Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  274, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,390,000. 
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LOWER,  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the 
Lower  Mississippi  River,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May 
15,  1928,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  and  expanded  to  include  the  following  item  and  the 
authorization  for  said  project  is  increased  accordingly: 

The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi  River 
below  Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West  Tennessee 
tributaries  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  627,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  auth¬ 
orized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys  for  flood  control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan¬ 
nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and  floods  aggravated 
by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects  to  be  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage  areas  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 
the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 
soil-erosion  prevention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
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made  for  such  purposes:  Provided ,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or 
work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no 
supplemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  cause  a  review  of  any  examination  or  survey  to 
be  made  and  a  report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national  defense  or  b}^  changed 
physical  or  economic  conditions :  And  provided  further,  That 
the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor 
mentioned  in  this  Act  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law ; 

Rahway  River  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey; 

Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina ; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina  ; 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  River,  Florida; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil 
Conservation  District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict,  the  Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the 
Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  District,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  improvement  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  related  purposes,  including  channel  and  major 
drainage  improvements ; 
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Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  ero¬ 
sions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 
aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

An  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the 
surrounding  area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Coun¬ 
ties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess 
underground  and  surface  waters ; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  advisability  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 
uses. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
authorized  to  allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small  flood-control 
projects  not  specifically  authorized  by  Congress,  and  not 
within  areas  intended  to  he  protected  by  projects  so  author¬ 
ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided , 
That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose 
at  any  single  locality  from  the  appropriations  for  any  one 
fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  local 
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cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply:  And  'provided 
further,  That  the  work  shall  be  complete  in  itself  and  not 
commit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  improvement 
to  insure  its  successful  operation,  except  as  may  result  from 
the  normal  procedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 
submission  of  preliminary  examination  and  survey  reports. 

Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

“That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in 
the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 
work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the 
strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning  of  the  work  for 
flood  control.” 

Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  carrying  out  improvements 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  and  the  sum  of  $10,000,000 
additional  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  and  expended  in 
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equal  amounts  by  the  Departments  of  the  Army  and  Agri¬ 
culture  for  carrying  out  any  examination  or  survey  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  Act  and  any  other  Acts  of  Congress  to 
be  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 

Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  repair, 
restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood- 
control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
recent  floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
later  floods,  including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modi¬ 
fication  of  such  works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning 
of  the  works  for  flood  control:  Provided,  That  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  local  cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the 
Elood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall 
apply :  Provided  further,  That  pending  the  appropriation  of 
said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from  exist¬ 
ing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized 
by  this  section,  such  appropriations  to  be  reimbursed  from 
said  emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And  provided 
further,  That  funds  allotted  under  this  authority  shall  not 
be  diverted  from  the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria- 
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1  tion  “Flood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  De- 

2  partment  Civil  Functions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific 

3  purposes. 

4  Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Flood  Control 


5  Act  of  1948”. 
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80th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
2d  Session  j  1  No.  1870 


AUTHORIZING  THE  CONSTRUCTION,  REPAIR,  AND  PRESERVA¬ 
TION  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 
FOR  NAVIGATION,  FLOOD  CONTROL,  AND  FOR  OTHER  PURPOSES 


May  6,  1948. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Dondero,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  6419] 

The  Committee  on  Public  Works,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report 
favorably  thereon  without  amendment  and  recommend  that  the  bill 
do  pass. 

H.  R.  6419  consists  of  two  titles:  Title  I,  Rivers  and  Harbors;  and 
Title  II,  Flood  Control.  Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Legislative  Re- 
I  organization  Act  of  1946  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and 
the  Committee  on  Flood  Control  each  reported  an  omnibus  bill.  Now 
the  functions  of  these  two  committees,  along  with  others,  have  been 
merged  with  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and,  for  the  first  time 
since  1916,  rivers  and  harbors  projects  and  flood-control  projects  are 
submitted  in  one  bill. 

All  provisions  of  title  I  and  title  II  were  initially  considered  by  the 
Subcommittee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  the  Subcommittee  on 
Flood  Control,  respectively,  and  unanimously  recommended  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works,  which  unanimously  concurred  m  the 
recommendations  of  the  two  subcommittees. 


H.  Kept.  1870,  80-2 
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Title  I — Rivers  and  Harbors 


Projects  and  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  in  title  I,  with 
estimated  costs  for  projects  and  numbers  of  House  and  Senate  docu¬ 
ments  relating  thereto: 


Items  (sec.  101,  unless  otherwise  indicated ) 


Doc.  No. 
(80th  Cong.) 1 


Cost,  new 
work 


Annual 

maintenance 


j 


Beals  Harbor,  Maine _ 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine _ _ _ 

Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mass _ 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass _ 

Taunton  River,  Mass _ _ _ 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Mass _ 

Point  Judith  Harbor  of  Refuge,  R.  I _ _ _ 

Westcott  Cove,  Conn _ _ 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Conn _ 

Rockhall  Harbor,  Md _ 

Channel  from  Kent  Island  Narrows  to  Wells  Cove,  Chester 
River,  Md. 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Md _ 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Md _ _ _ 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Va _ 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  Co.,  Va _ 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Va.,  southern  branch  of  Elizabeth  River _ 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  N.  C _ 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear  River,  including 
waterway  to  Jacksonville,  N.  C. 

St.  Andrew  Bay,  Fla _ 

Galveston  Harbor,  Galveston  Channel,  and  Houston  ship 
channel. 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christi,  Tex _ 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Mich _ 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  N.  Y _ 

Pillar  Point,  Halfmoon  Bay,  Calif _ 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  Calif _ 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oreg _ 

Umpqua  Harbor  and  River  at  Winchester  Bay,  Oreg _ 

Channel  at  Charleston,  South  Slough,  Oreg _ 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oreg _ _ _ 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oreg _ 

Smith  River,  Oreg _ 

Grays  Harbor,  Wash _ 

Baltimore  Harbor,  Md.  (sec.  102) _ _ _ 

Modification  of  Neches-Angelina  Rivers  project,  Tex.  (sec. 
103). 


H.  553. 
H.  555. 
H.  552. 
H.  566. 
H.  196. 
H.  600. 
S. 15... 
H.  379.. 
H.  272. 
H.  273. 
H.  380.. 


H.  381. 
H.  580. 
H.  420 .. 
H.  601.. 
H.  545.. 
H.  422.. 
II.  421. 


H.  559. 
H.  561. 


H.  560. 
H.  546. 
H.  632.. 


II .  586. 


S.  124. 
S.  93.. 
S.  94. _ 


$85,  700 
41,500 
18, 300 
35,  000 


760,  000 
176,  000 
21.  000 
82,  000 
40,  000 
16, 400 


77,  000 
31, 600 
28,  600 
153,  000 
1,  730,  000 
32,  500 
196,  000 


80,  000 
5,  057, 000 


2,  250,  000 
316,  200 
390,  000 
4,  500,  000 
190,  000 
70,  000 
34,  500 
349,  300 
310,  000 
114,  500 
96,  100 
3, 605,  700 


20,  887,  900 


$1,000 
1,500 
500 
4,000 
1,000 
1,000 
7,000 
1,200 
5,  000 
2,000 
1,000 


2,000 

2,000 

1,000 

8,200 

82,800 

3,000 

3,000 


12,000 

219,  500 


100,  000 

3,500  I 


43, 800 
4,000 
3,000 
500 
4,  500 
19,000 


11,500 
103,700  . 


652,  200 


i  “H”  indicates  House  document;  “S”  indicates  Senate  document. 


Preliminary  examination  and  survey  items  (sec.  10 A) 


Desoris  Creek,  N.  Y. 

Tolchester  Beach  Area,  Md. 

Little  Magothy  River,  Md. 

Holdens  Creek,  Va. 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Va. 


Back  River,  York  County,  Va. 
Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Va. 
Powells  Bay,  Accomac  County,  Va. 
Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  W  ash. 


The  most  advantageous  choice  of  river  and  harbor  projects  for 
construction  can  best  be  made  if  many  economically  sound  projects 
are  authorized  and  available  for  selection  and  appropriation.  Appre¬ 
ciating  this  fact  the  Public  Works  Committee  of  the  House  strongly 
recommends  that  a  river  and  harbor  bill  be  enacted,  at  this  session  of 
Congress,  to  authorize  the  future  construction  or  modification  of 
the  projects  included  herein. 

The  report  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  on  each  of  the  projects  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  report  is  in  response  to  a  directive  from  the  Congress. 
As  is  always  the  case,  local  interests  were  afforded  full  opportunity 
to  express  their  views  at  hearings  held  in  the  field  by  the  district 
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engineer,  and  at  additional  hearings  before  the  Board  of  Engineers 
for  Rivers  and  Harbors  in  the  instances  when  they  were  requested. 
The  Board  of  Engineers  after  careful  consideration  of  the  desires  and 
views  of  local  interests  and  after  a  determination  of  the  economic 
justification  of  each  project  has  made  a  favorable  recommendation 
thereon.  The  reports  of  the  Board  with  a  proposed  draft  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers’  reports  were  submitted  to  the  Governors  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  States  for  comment,  in  accordance  with  law.  In  most  instances 
the  Governors  urged  the  immediate  authorization  and  prosecution  of 
the  proposed  improvements  as  being  essential  economically  to  their 
State  and  to  that  general  section  of  the  country.  No  adverse  com¬ 
ments  were  received.  Each  report  in  section  101  was  submitted  to  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  information  of  the  proposed  report  to  the 
program,  of  the  President.  In  each  case  the  Bureau  advised  that  theie 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  submission  of  the  report  to  Congress. 

•  The  Chief  of  Engineers,  after  careful  consideration  of  the  reports, 

*  concurred  in  the  favorable  recommendations  of  the  Board.  Aitei 
I  these  reports  had  been  forwarded  to  the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of 
1  the  Army  they  were  given  exhaustive  study  and  public  hearings  were 
j  held  by  the  Committee.  In  nearly  every  instance  the  congressional 
;  representatives  of  the  areas  in  question  have  expressed  before  this 

committee  the  need  for  the  projects  and  their  urgent  desire  that  no 
delay  be  incurred  in  authorization.  Individuals  and  representative 
groups  appeared  before  the  committee  in  support  of  a  number  of  the 
projects.  There  was  no  opposition  expressed  before  the  committee  on 
any  project. 

The  committee  has  carefully  analyzed  the  reports  and  the  testimony 
1  presented  to  it.  It  finds  that  a  number  of  deep-draft  channels  and 
harbors  are  presently  inadequate  to  accommodate  the  new  deepei 
draft  tankers  and  dry  cargo  vessels.  These  channels  were  constructed 
to  serve  the  now  obsolete  and  rapidly  vanishing  ocean  carriers  with 
drafts  up  to  30  feet  and  speeds  not  exceeding  11  knots.  Vessels  with 
loaded  drafts  from  30  to  34  feet  and  speeds  up  to  16  knots  now  pie- 
dominate  in  the  trade  using  the  channels  and  harbors  which  aie 
recommended  for  improvement.  The  efficiency  and,  in  fact,  the 
survival  of  the  American  merchant  marine,  with  its  high  standard  of 
I  wages,  require  for  economical  operation  that  channels  be  sufficiently 
deep  and  wide  to  permit:  (a)  loading  to  full  draft;  (b)  full  speed  in  the 
channel  with  safety  and  convenience;  and  (c)  quick  turn-around  by 
having  deeper  draft  ports  provided  along  the  coasts.  The  savings 
accruing  from  the  economical  operation  of  fully  loaded  deeper  diaft 
vessels  are  reflected  in  lower  transportation  charges  which  are  a  part 

of  the  delivered  cost  of  cargoes.  . 

Parallel  to  the  need  for  deep-draft  channels  and  harbors  is  need  lor 
improvement  of  shallow-draft  channels  and  harbors.  These  improve¬ 
ments  are  necessary  to  provide  for  growing  fishing  fleets,  the  smallei 
tankers  and  dry  cargo  vessels,  and  rapidly  expanding  recreational 
fleets.  The  construction  of  such  vessels  was  almost  halted  during 
the  war  but  has  been  resumed  at  an  increased  rate.  The  commercial 
vessels  above  mentioned  play  a  vital  part  in  the  economic  life  of  the 
seaboard  of  the  country.  Not  only  are  they  increasing  m  numbei 
but  here  too  the  trend  is  to  larger  and  deeper  draft  boats  for  econom¬ 
ical  operation.  In  some  cases  the  areas  served  by  these  smallei 
vessels  are  almost  entirely  dependent  on  water  transportation.  Boat- 
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Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — For  the  mooring  area 
is  estimated  at  $1,500. 

Benefits. — The  proposed  mooring  channel  is  needed  to  relieve  con¬ 
gestion  in  the  harbor  and  that  the  principal  benefits  of  the  improve- 
ment  will  consist  of  the  increased  safety  and  convenience  afforded 
existing  and  prospective  commerce.  The  improvement  will  result  m 
use  of  the  harbor  by  many  more  boats  for  shelter,  landing  of  sea  food 
and  obtaining  supplies,  and  may  lead  to  the  establishment  of  new 
industries  in  the  locality.  The  prospective  benefits  cannot  be  esti 
mated  in  definite  monetary  terms  bat  they  are  sufficient  to  justify 
the  proposed  work. 

Remarks. — The  proposed  improvement  is  considered  essential  to 
the  welfare  of  a  community  that  is  largely  dependent  on  commercial 
fishing. 

CHANNEL  FROM  BUZZARDS  BAY  TO  BUTTERMILK  BAY,  MASS. 

H.  Doc.  552,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

^  Location.  Buzzards  Bay,  Mass.,  is  at  the  southern  end  of  Cape 
Cod  Canal.  It  is  connected  with  Buttermilk  Bay  to  the  north  by  a 
natural  channel  branching  from  Cape  Cod  Canal  and  extending 
northerly  past  Butler  Cove  for  a  distance  of  2  miles  into  Buttermilk 
Bay.  Depths  in  the  natural  channel  range  from  7  to  12  feet  except 
for  a  distance  of  one-quarter  mile  near  Cape  Cod  Canal  where  shoaling 
has  reduced  the  depth  to  4  feet.  Depths  in  Buttermilk  Bay  and 
Butler  Cove  range  from  1  to  7  feet.  The  area  is  primarily  a  summer 
resort  where  the  principal  activities  are  fishing,  farming,  and  catering 
to  summer  vacationists. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  Kiver  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945.. 

Existing  project. So  improvement  of  the  channel  from  Buzzards 
Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay  has  been  authorized  by  Congress. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement—  That  the  United  States  dredge 
a  channel  7  feet  deep  and  100  feet  wide  through  the  sand  bar  which 
extends  across  the  channel. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction . — $18,300. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  provision  that  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damage  due  to  the  construction  works. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $500. 

Benefits.  The  annual  benefits  are  those  connected  with  the  growth 
and  preservation  of  recreational  boating  and  the  shellfish  industry 
and  are  not  susceptible  to  a  monetary  evaluation. 

Remarks. — Improvement  of  the  channel  to  restore  the  original 
conditions  by  the  removal  of  the  existing  bar  is  justified  since,  in  all 
probability,  the  shoaling  was  largely  caused  by  the  improvement  of 
the  Cape  Cod  Canal  by  the  Federal  Government. 

FALMOUTH  HARBOR,  MASS. 

(H.  Doc.  566,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location.- — Falmouth  Harbor  is  a  bight  having  a  length  of  3  miles 
and  a  maximum  width  of  three-quarters  of  a  mile,  located  between 
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Falmouth  Heights  and  Nobska  Point  at  the  west  end  of  the  southern 
shore  of  Cape  Cod.  Just  west  of  Falmouth  Heights  a  tidal  lagoon 
known  as  the  Falmouth  Inner  Harbor  joins  Falmouth  Harbor.  This 
lagoon  has  a  length  of  0.7  mile,  a  maximum  width  of  0.1  mile,  and  a 
maximum  depth  of  about  11  feet.  The  tributary  area,  consisting  of  a 
portion  of  the  town  of  Falmouth,  is  primarily  a  summer  resort.  The 
town  has  a  normal  population  of  6,680  with  an  increase  of  from  21,000 
to  35,000  during  the  summer  season. 

Report  authorized  by. — River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 1945. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  the  improvement 
of  Falmouth  Harbor  or  the  Inner  Harbor. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  in  cooperation  with  local 
interests,  has  improved  the  Inner  Harbor,  by  dredging  and  by  con¬ 
structing  entrance  jetties,  at  a  total  cost  to  date  of  $178,000.  The 
entrance  channel  has  been  dredged  to  a  depth  of  10  feet  and  various 
parts  of  the  Inner  Harbor  to  depths  of  6  and  9  feet. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — The  construction  of  a  900-foot 
bulkhead  and  the  dredging  of  a  100-foot  entrance  channel  and  a  17-acre 
harbor  area  to  a  depth  of  10  feet  at  mean  low  water,  subject  to  certain 
conditions  of  local  cooperation. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  j or  construction. — $35,000. 

Local  cooperation.— The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests:  (a)  agree  to  furnish,  free  of  cost  to 
the  United  States,  all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way  and  spoil- 
disposal  areas  necessary  for  the  initial  work  and  for  subsequent  main¬ 
tenance  when  and  as  required;  (b)  provide  and  maintain,  without 
cost  to  the  United  States,  a  public  marginal  bulkhead  or  wharf,  open 
to  all  on  equal  terms,  and  repair  the  entrance  jetties  in  a  manner 
satisfactory  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers;  (c)  contribute  in  cash  50  per 
cent  of  the  cost  of  the  dredging,  but  not  to  exceed  $35,000;  and  (d) 
hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  resulting  from  the 
improvement.  The  estimated  cost  to  local  interests  for  construction 
of  the  required  public  marginal  bulkhead  or  wharf  is  $45,000.  This 
facility  will  be  self -liquidating. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States.- — $4,000. 

Benefits. — The  monetary  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  improve- 
|  ment  are  not  susceptible  to  accurate  evaluation  but  an  increase  of  25 
percent  in  the  boaUrepair  business  and  1  percent  in  the  retail  trade 
would  amount  to  a  net  benefit  of  at  least  $15,000  annually.  The 
income  from  existing  boat-building  business  now  totals  $400,000.  A 
25  percent  increase  in  this  business  would  gross  $100,000.  The  retail 
trade  at  Falmouth  totals  $4,700,000  annually.  A  conservative  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  increase  in  retail  business  to  accrue  from  the  improvement 
is  1  percent,  or  a  gross  increase  of  $47,000.  Based  on  a  minimum  net 
profit  of  10  percent  the  increase  in  business  to  the  general  retail  trade 
and  to  the  boat-building  business  would  conservatively  provide  bene¬ 
fits  in  the  amount  of  approximately  $15,000.  The  ratio  of  benefits 

to  cost  is  1.09.  , 

Remarks. — Commerce  in  the  harbor  has  consisted  mostly  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  gasoline,  ice,  and  building  materials  to  the  islands  of  Marthas 
Vineyard  and  Nantucket.  A  small  amount  of  fish  has  been  received. 
The  harbor  is  used  by  a  large  number  of  recreational  craft.  The  local 
fleet  is  composed  of  about  65  vessels  having  drafts  up  to  8  feet.  Many 
transients  use  the  harbor  during  the  summer  and  160  craft  are  stored 
in  the  boat  yards  during  the  winter. 
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PROVINCETOWN  HARBOR,  MASS. 

(H.  Doc.  600,  80th  Cong.) 

Location. — Is  in  the  bight  at  the  northern  extremity  of  Cape  Cod, 
40  miles  southeast  of  the  entrance  to  Boston  Harbor  and  24  miles 
northeast  of  Cape  Cod  Canal.  It  is  exposed  to  storms  from  the  south 
across  Cape  Cod  Bay.  Tide,  9.1  feet. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors  adopted  December  21,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  protection  of  the  westerly  point  of 
land  by  a  rubblestone  dike  across  House  Point  Island  Flats,  a  300-foot 
extension  of  the  Long  Point  beach  protection,  and  restoration  of 
existing  beach  protection  to  grade  where  necessary. 

Plan  of  recommended,  modification  of  existing  project: — By  con¬ 
structing  a  stone  breakwater  to  elevation  15  feet  above  mean  low 
water  with  a  top  width  of  10  feet,  commencing  at  a  point  about 
opposite  Monument  Wharf,  approximately  3,000  feet  from  shore  and 
extending  3,000  feet  in  a  northeast  direction. 

Estimated  first  cost  to  the  United  States. — $760,000. 

Local  cooperation. — A  contribution  in  cash  of  50  percent  of  the 
total  cost,  but  not  to  exceed  $760,000,  and  agree  to  hold  and  save 
the  United  States  free  from  all  claims  for  damages  due  to  the  con¬ 
struction  works. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $1,000,  in  addition 
to  that  now  required — which  is  $500. 

Benefits. — The  benefits  include  $8,000  for  prevention  of  wharf 
damage,  $20,000  for  increased  business  and  tax  revenues  from  new 
fish-processing  industries  and  related  activities,  $10,000  for  increased 
business  of  supplies  and  repairs  to  transient  recreational  craft,  and 
$3,000  for  increased  sport  fishing  business,  all  of  which  the  division 
engineer  considers  to  be  local  in  character.  The  $42,000  remainder 
ol  the  estimated  benefits  is  considered  general  in  character.  They 
include  prevention  of  damage  to  fishing  vessels  and  naval  vessels, 
savings  in  fishing  time  now  lost  due  to  inability  to  deliver  catch  during 
storms  and  in  deterioration  of  catch  due  to  the  delay,  benefits  to  the 
Coast  Guard  rescue  service,  and  provision  of  a  secure  harbor  of  refuge. 
Total  of  estimated  annual  benefits,  $83,000.  Benefit  cost  ratio,  1.32. 
In  view  of  the  approximate  equality  of  general  and  local  benefits, 
it  is  considered  that  local  interests  should  contribute  one-half  the  cost 
of  the  proposed  improvement. 

Remarks. — Commerce  of  the  harbor  consists  of  coastwise  receipts 
and  local  movements  of  fresh  fish  and  petroleum  products.  Traffic 
in  1946  totaled  15,767  tons,  and  126,742  passengers.  The  local 
fishing  fleet  consists  of  236  boats,  of  which  48  are  draggers,  and  the 
remainder  are  dories,  lobster  boats,  weir  boats,  and  rowboats.  The 
harbor  affords  an  important  port  of  refuge  from  storms  to  an  indeter¬ 
minate  number  of  other  fishing  craft  and  commercial  vessels. 

TAUNTON  RIVER,  MASS. 

(H.  Doc.  196,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Rises  in  Norfolk  County,  Mass.,  flows  south  and  west 
about  35  miles,  and  empties  into  Mount  Hope  Bay  at  Fall  River. 
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Report  authorized. — By  review  resolution  adopted  by  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  May  15,  1939. 

Existing  project. — This  provides  for  a  channel  12  feet  deep,  generally 
100  feet  wide  up  to  a  point  2,800  feet  below  Weir  Bridge;  thence 
80  feet  wide  for  about  2,000  feet;  and  thence  60  feet  wide  to  the  bridge. 
The  improvement  has  been  completed  to  Peters  Point,  about  5.6 
miles  below  Weir  Bridge. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — To  modify  the 
existing  project  to  provide  for  (a)  termination  of  the  project  channel 
at  Taunton  municipal  wharf  (about  1,900  feet  below  Weir  Bridge); 

( b )  construction  of  a  turning  basin  12  feet  deep  and  200  feet  wide  at  a 
site  about  2,300  feet  below  that  wharf;  and  (c)  construction  of  a  small- 
craft  anchorage  8  feet  deep  and  4  acres  in  area  at  Dighton. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States. — A  saving  of  $12,000  will  be 
effected  in  the  estimated  Federal  first  cost  of  completing  the  entire 
project. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended,  provided 
that  local  interests  make  a  cash  contribution  equal  to  the  cost  of 
dredging  the  turning  basin,  estimated  at  $30,000,  and  one-hall  of  the 
cost  of  dredging  the  small-craft  anchorage,  but  not  to  exceed  $7,000 
for  the  latter,  and  agree  to  (a)  construct  and  maintain,  at  their  own 
expense,  a  suitable  wharf  near  the  head  of  the  improvement  and 
another  in  the  vicinity  of  the  small-craft  anchorage,  these  wharves  to 
be  open  to  all  on  equal  terms;  (b)  furnish  free  of  cost-  to  the  United 
States,  as  and  when  required,  all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way,  and 
spoil-disposal  areas  necessary  for  the  initial  construction  and  subse¬ 
quent  maintenance  of  the  improvement;  and  (c)  hold  and  save  the 
United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the  improvement. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $1,000,  in  addition 
to  that  now  authorized,  $10,000;  total,  $11,000. 

Benefits. — It  is  estimated  that  when  the  project  is  completed  the 
waterway  will  carry  an  annual  commerce  of  50,000  tons  of  petroleum, 
70,000  tons  of  coal'  and  1,000  tons  of  fire  clay  and  molding  sand,  at  an 
estimated  saving  in  transportation  cost  of  $34,800,  which  indicates  a 
ratio  of  annual  costs  to  benefits  of  1.0  to  1.2. 

Remarks.- — The  river  is  navigable  to  a  point  about  1  mile  above 
Weir  Bridge,  Taunton,  about  15%  miles  from  the  mouth.  Natural 
depth  in  the  river  for  a  distance  of  about  5  miles  above  the  mouth  is 
18  feet  and  over. 

POINT  JUDITH  HARBOR  OF  REFUGE  AND  POND,  R.  I. 

(S.  Doc.  15,  80t,h  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Point  Judith  Harbor  of  Refuge  is  a  breakwater-protected 
area  of  about  1  square  mile  on  the  south  coast  ol  Rhode  Island  just 
west  of  the  entrance  to  Narragansett  Bay.  Point  Judith  Pond  is  a 
shallow  lagoon  which  has  an  artificial  entrance  channel  from  the 
harbor  of  refuge.  At  its  entrance  are  two  small  settlements,  Jerusalem 
and  Galilee;  and  Wakefield,  a  larger  community,  is  located  at  its 
upper  end. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolutions  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Commerce,  adopted  June  15,  1944,  and  August  17,  1944. 
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Existing  project . — The  Federal  project  for  the  harbor  of  refuge  at 
Point  Judith  provides  for  a  detached  seaward  breakwater;  easterly 
and  westerly  shore-arm  breakwaters;  and  removal  of  two  shoals  to  a 
depth  of  18  feet.  Costs  have  been  $2,371,468  for  new  work  and 
$739,634  for  maintenance.  The  first  project  was  adopted  in  1890. 

The  existing  project  for  the  entrance  to  Point  Judith  Pond  (1905) 
provides  for  extension  of  the  jetties  or  dredging  in  furtherance  of  work 
done  by  local  interests.  Under  this  project  the  west  jetty  was 
extended  inland  at  a  cost  of  $12,000. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  existing  project  for  entrance  to  'Point  Judith  Pond, 
R.  I.,  be  abandoned  and  that  the  existing  project  for  harbor  of  refuge 
at  Point  Judith,  R.  I.,  be  modified  to  provide  for  a  channel  into  Point 
Judith  Pond  15  feet  deep  and  150  feet  wide  between  the  jetties  and 
extending  thence  on  the  west  side  of  the  pond  to  a  point  100  feet  north 
of  the  State  pier  at  Jerusalem,  with  a  branch  channel  15  feet  deep 
and  200  feet  wide  on  the  east  side  of  the  pond,  extending  to  a  point 
100  feet  north  of  the  State  pier  at  Galilee;  an  anchorage  basin  just 
inside  the  entrance  10  feet  deep  with  an  area  of  about  5  acres;  sand- 
arresting  structures  of  sheet  piling  or  other  works  at  the  entrance; 
a  channel  6  feet  deep  and  100  feet  wide  from  the  15-foot  west-branch 
channel  to  the  vicinity  of  Wakefield,  with  an  anchorage  basin  6  feet 
deep  and  about  5  acres  in  area  at  the  upper  end. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — -$176,000. 

Local  cooperation. — It  is  provided  that  prior  to  construction  -of  the 
6-foot  channel  and  basin,  local  interests  contribute  50  percent  of  the 
first  cost,  but  not  to  exceed  $30,000;  and  that  no  work  be  undertaken 
until  local  interests  agree  to  (a)  repair  and  stabilize  the  outer  450  feet 
of  the  State  bulkhead  along  the  entrance  and  maintain  the  bulkhead 
and  State  piers;  ( b )  furnish,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States,  all  lands, 
easements,  rights-of-way,  and  suitable  spoil-disposal  areas  for  new 
work  and  subsequent  maintenance  as  and  when  required;  and  (c) 
hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the 
improvements. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States.- — $7,000  in  addition 
to  the  amount  now  required. 

Benefits. — The  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors  states 
that  estimated  benefits  to  existing  and  prospective  commerce  clearly 
justify  the  expenditures  required  and  that  combining  the  projects 
will  reduce  administrative  work  required  as  compared  with  improve¬ 
ment  under  two  separate  projects.  The  district  engineer  evaluates 
average  annual  benefits  of  the  lower-pond  improvements  at  $25,000, 
of  which  $20,000  is  for  increased  catch  of  fish,  estimated  at  6,000  tons 
annually,  $850  for  savings  in  receipt  of  1,000  tons  of  petroleum 
products  by  water,  and  the  remaining  $4,150  is  allowance  for  intan¬ 
gible  benefits,  such  as  the  refuge-facility  value  to  small  boats,  resulting 
increase  in  business  and  property  values,  and  elimination  of  difficulties 
which  hamper  United  States  Coast  Guard  activities.  When  com¬ 
pared  with  the  estimated  annual  cost  of  $13,400,  this  indicates  a 
ratio  of  annual  benefits  to  costs  of  about  1.9. 

The  district  engineer  believes  .that  the  benefits  of  providing  the 
upper  pond  improvements  will  amount  to  $6,000  annually  through 
affording  suitable  access  to  the  boat  yard,  stinmlating  the  boating 
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industry,  enhancement  of  property  values,  and  increased  tax  revenues. 
Thus  he  finds  for  this  work  a  ratio  of  estimated  average  annual 
benefits  to  costs  of  1.3. 

WESTCOTT  COVE,  CONN. 

(H.  Doc.  379,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Westcott  Cove  is  on  the  north  shore  of  Long  Island 
Sound,  33  miles  east  of  New  York  City  and  1  mile  east  of  Stamford 
Harbor.  The  cove  is  an  indentation  in  the  coast  line  of  about  0.6 
mile  depth,  with  a  width  of  0.8  mile  at  the  entrance. 

Report  authorized  by. — Review  resolution  adopted  by  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  October  19,  1945. 

Existing  project. — None. 

Recommended  plan  of  improvement. — To  provide  a  channel  100  feet 
wide  and  8  feet  deep  from  that  depth  in  Long  Island  Sound  through 
!  Westcott  Cove  and  to  the  south  limit  of  the  lagoon. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction.— % 21,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  provisions  that  local  interests  furnish,  free  of  cost  to  the  United 
States,  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  and  spoil-disposal 
areas  for  the  initial  work  and  for  subsequent  maintenance  as  and  when 
required;  contribute  $21,000  in  cash  to  the  initial  cost  of  dredging; 
provide  at  their  own  expense  adequate  additional  mooring  areas  and 
facilities  in  the  lagoon,  open  to  all  on  equal  terms;  and  hold  and  save 
the  United  States  free  from  claims  for  damages  resulting  from  the 
improvement. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  the  United  States.  $1,200. 

Annual  benefits—  Westcott  Cove  is  well  located  to  serve  as  a  much- 
needed  harbor  of  refuge  and  as  a  stopping  place  for  the  large  number 
of  craft  which  cruise  western  Long  Island  Sound.  The  recommended 
improvement  will  stimulate  the  use  of  the  cove  and  lagoon  by  the 
large  number  of  craft  cruising  on  Long  Island  Sound  during  the 
summer  season  and  will  provide  general  as  well  as  local  benefits. 
Local  interests  claim  that  the  proposed  improvement  will  double  the 
present  annual  business  of  the  local  boat  yard  and  that  the  anticipated 
increase  would  provide  annual  net  benefits  of  about  $10,000.  The 
Corps  of  Engineers  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  provision  of  a  harboi  of 
refuge,  the  increase  in  the  use  of  the  lagoon,  and  the  increase  of  busi¬ 
ness  to  the  boat  yard  will  provide  general  and  local  benefits.  While 
none  of  these  benefits  are  capable  of  exact  evaluation,  combined  general 
and  local  benefits  are  considered  sufficient  to  support  a  project  having 
annual  charges  of  about  $5,000.  Accordingly,  the  ratio  of  benefits 

to  costs  is  1.25.  .  .  , 

Remarks.- — The  area  tributarv  to  the  cove  comprises  the  residential 
section  of  Stamford  and  nearby  Noroton  in  the  town  of  Darien.  The 
city  of  Stamford  has  heretofore  dredged  an  entrance  channel,  con¬ 
structed  a  jetty  and  a  municipal  yacht  clubhouse  with  landing  and 
mooring  facilities  on  the  lagoon.  The  yacht  club  (hedged  a  channel 
6  by  50  across  the  bar  in  1940.  Total  expenditures  by  the  city  for  the 
benefit  of  small-boat  navigation  have  been  about  $100,000. 
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GREENWICH  HARBOR,  CONN. 

(H.  Doc.  272,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location.' — On  the  north  shore  of  Long  Island  Sound,  30  miles  east 
of  New  York  City.  It  is  a  shallow  cove  extending  inland  1  mile,  with 
natural  depths  of  about  6  feet  at  its  mouth,  and  is  a  residential  suburb 
of  New  York  City.  Population,  about  40,000. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors,  adopted  April  24,  1946. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  12  feet  deep,  130  feet  wide, 
through  the  outer  bay,  thence  100  feet  wide  to  a  point  500  feet  below 
the  causeway,  and  100  to  140  feet  wide  to  a  point  50  feet  below  the 
causeway,  for  an  8-foot  anchorage  of  17.5  acres  east  and  south  of  Grass 
Island;  and  for  a  6-foot  anchorage  of  5  acres  north  of  Grass  Island. 
This  project  is  about  38  percent  complete. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  oj  existing  project. — To  provide, 
in  lieu  of  the  authorized  anchorages,  a  6-foot  anchorage  of  12.5  acres 
and  an  8-foot  anchorage  of  21.5  acres. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $82,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  conditions  that  local  interests 
(a)  provide,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States,  suitable  spoil-disposal 
areas  for  new  work  and  for  subsequent  maintenance  when  and  as 
required;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  claims  for 
damages  resulting  from  the  improvement;  (c)  contribute  in  cash  50 
percent  of  the  cost  of  dredging,  not  to  exceed  $85,000;  and  (d)  agree 
to  construct  suitable  public-landing  facilities. 

Annual  cost  oj  maintenance  to  the  United  States.- — $5,000. 

Benefits. — The  gross  annual  return  to  the  community  from  yacht¬ 
ing  is  estimated  at  between  $800,000  and  $1,000,000.  Facilities  for 
recreational  craft  are  inadequate.  The  district  engineer  finds  that 
present  and  prospective  use  of  the  harbor  by  recreational  boats  war¬ 
rants  extension  of  the  anchorage  facilities  authorized  but  not  dredged. 
Boating  parties  now  spend  in  excess  of  $800,000  at  Greenwich  for 
supplies  and  fuel.  It  is  estimated  that  with  the  recommended  im¬ 
provement  these  expenditures  will  increase  at  least  20  percent  which 
would  result  in  net  benefits  estimated  at  $16,000.  Accordingly,  the 
ratio  of  benefits  to  costs  is  1.09. 

Remarks. — The  east  side  of  the  harbor  is  almost  a  continuous  wharf 
of  about  2,500  feet  of  berthage,  about  half  of  which  is  open  to  the 
public  at  the  convenience  of  the  owners.  Adequate  mechanical 
handling  equipment  is  available.  Landing  facilities  are  available 
at  three  docks.  Commerce,  comprising  coal,  petroleum  products, 
stone,  sand,  and  gravel,  amounted  to  76,876  tons  in  1941  and  33,691 
tons  in  1944.  It  is  expected  to  increase  with  the  ending  of  the  war. 
The  local  recreational  fleet  comprises  more  than  300  craft,  with  a 
value  of  more  than  $3,000,000.  In  summer  the  number  of  visiting 
craft  exceeds  that  of  local  craft. 

ROCK  HALL  HARBOR,  MD. 

(H.  Doc.  273,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Rock  Hall  Harbor  is  a  shallow  cove,  on  the  eastern  shore 
of  Chesapeake  Bay,  about  23  miles  southeast  of  Baltimore. 
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Report  authorized  by. — -The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 

2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — The  existing  project,  completed  in  1939,  provides 
for  a  channel  60  feet  wide  and  7  feet  deep  from  that  depth  in  Swan 
Creek  Inlet  to  a  channel  of  the  same  dimensions,  700  feet  long,  parallel 
to  the  harbor  terminals  at  Rock  Hall;  and  an  anchorage  basin  7  feet 
deep,  100  feet  wide,  and  about  600  feet  long;  also  two  breakwaters  at 
the  harbor  entrance.  Cost,  $52,000. 

Recommended  modification  of  the  existing  project. — To  provide  for  (1) 
deepening  to  10  feet  and  widening  to  100  feet  the  approach  channel 
from  the  10-foot  contour  in  Swan  Creek  Inlet  to  the  existing  channel 
parallel  to  the  harbor  terminals  and  enlarging  the  latter  channel  to 
equal  dimensions;  (2)  deepening  the  easterly  250  feet  of  the  existing 
project  basin  to  10  feet  and  its  westerly  350  feet  to  8  feet;  and  (3) 
dredging  a  new  anchorage  basin  600  feet  long,  200  feet  wide,  and  8 
feet  deep,  attached  to  and  extending  in  a  southwesterly  direction  from 
the  west  end  of  the  existing  basin. 

Estimated  first  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $40,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  local  interests  furnish  free  of  cost 
to  the  United  States,  when  and  as  required,  all  lands,  easements, 
rights-of-way,  and  spoil-disposal  areas  for  the  new  work  and  subsequent 
maintenance;  and  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages 
due  to  the  improvements. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $2,000  in  addition 
to  that  now  required — $1,400;  total.  $3,400. 

Benefits. — The  average  annual  tangible  benefits  of  the  proposed 
further  improvement  are  estimated  at  $5,645,  which  includes  reduction 
in  transportation  costs  of  $495  on  about  1,100  tons  of  petroleum 
products;  $1,200  on  2,000  tons  of  tomatoes;  $1,100  on  2,775  tons  of 
oystershells  and  $250  on  500  tons  of  slag;  savings  of  $2,000  through 
enabling  larger  boats  to  deliver  oysters  at  the  harbor;  and  $600  for 
reduction  of  spoilage  losses  on  tomatoes.  In  addition,  it  is  pointed  out 
that  the  value  of  the  harbor  as  a  storm  refuge  would  be  increased. 
The  ratio  of  estimated  evaluated  benefits  to  cost  is  1.83. 

Remarks. — Rock  Hall  and  tributary  area  has  a  population  of  about 
1,500.  The  area  is  serviced  by  hard-surfaced  roads  but  has  no  rail¬ 
road  transportation.  Commerce  between  the  years  1940  and  1944 
has  averaged  11,570  tons.  It  consisted  largely  of  seafood,  petroleum 
products,  and  tomatoes. 

CHANNEL  FROM  KENT  ISLAND  NARROWS  TO  WELLS  COVE,  CHESTER 

RIVER,  MD. 

(H.  Doc.  380,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Kent  Island  Narrows  is  a  small  strait  connecting  Chester 
River  with  Prospect  Bay  on  the  eastern  shore  of  Chesapeake  Bay,  24 
miles  southeast  of  Baltimore,  Md.  Wells  Cove,  a  semicircular  bay 
with  a  diameter  of  about  1,200  feet,  is  located  at  the  southerly  entrance 
to  the  narrows. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. 

’  Existing  project. — Provides  for  securing  a  channel  7  feet  deep  and 
100  feet  wide  in  the  narrows.  Improvement  of  Wells  Cove  has  not 
been  authorized. 


14  AUTHORIZE  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — Recommends 
modification  of  the  existing  project  for  Chester  River  to  provide  a 
channel  from  Kent  Island  Narrows  to  Wells  Cove  7  feet  deep  and  75 
feet  wide,  extending  from  the  7-foot  depth  curve  in  Kent  Island 
Narrows  800  feet  into  Wells  Cove  with  a  basin  of  the  same  depth  and 
300  feet  square  at  the  head  of  the  channel. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $16,400. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  condition  that  responsible  local 
agencies  furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
that  they  will:  (a)  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all 
lands,  easements,  rights-of-way  and  spoil-disposal  areas  necessary  for 
the  construction  and  subsequent  maintenance  when  and  as  required; 
and  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the 
construction  works. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $1,000. 

Benefits. — The  estimated  annual  carrying  charges  amount  to  $1,534. 
The  prospective  annual  savings  in  prevention  of  loss  of  time  from  work 
at  the  oyster  business,  and  the  savings  in  transportation  of  fertilizer 
and  grain  are  estimated  at  $13,700.  No  monetary  benefit  has  been 
assigned  to  the  convenience  that  would  be  afforded  by  the  accessible 
harbor  and  the  added  protection  from  storms  which  the  harbor  will 
provide,  although  each  of  these  factors  is  an  important  benefit  to 
navigation.  Likewise,  no  estimate  has  been  made  for  the  benefit 
expected  from  expansion  of  the  sea-food  and  marine-railway  business. 
The  ratio  of  benefits  to  cost  is  8.7. 

Bemarks. — Commerce  is  limited  to  oysters  transported  in  small 
boats.  Fishing  and  farming  are  the  principal  occupations.  Fishing 
craft  transport  from  6,000  to  8,000  tons  of  oysters  per  year. 

CAMBRIDGE  HARBOR,  MD. 

(H.  Doc.  381,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Cambridge  Harbor  is  a  tidal  estuary  on  the  south  side 
of  Choptank  River  18  miles  east  of  the  mouth  of  Chesapeake  Bay. 
It  is  70  miles  southeast  of  Baltimore. 

Beport  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  14  feet  deep  to  the  head 
of  the  harbor,  with  widths  of  150  feet  below  and  100  feet  above  the 
Market  Street  Bridge  in  Cambridge  and  with  a  turning  basin  of  the 
same  depth  and  200  feet  square  at  the  head  of  the  channel;  and 
anchorage  basin  10  feet  deep,  400  feet  long  and  175  feet  wide  on  the 
west  side  of  the  channel  and  a  second  basin  of  the  same  depth  225 
feet  long  and  200  feet  wide  on  the  east  side  of  the  channel  below  the 
bridge;  and  a  channel  60  feet  wide  and  7  feet  deep  from  that  depth 
in  Choptank  River  to  the  municipal  boat  basin  north  of  the  harbor 
entrance. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — -To  provide  a 
channel  150  feet  wide  and  16  feet  deep  from  that  depth  in  Choptank 
River  to  the  Market  Street  Bridge  over  Cambridge  Creek;  thence 
100  feet  wide  and  16  feet  deep  to  the  head  of  the  harbor,  with  a  turn¬ 
ing  basin  of  the  same  depth  and  of  irregular  dimensions  comprising 
approximately  2.4  acres. 
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Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  jor  construction. — $77,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  provision  that  local  interests 
give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will 
(a)  furnish  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States  all  necessary  rights-of-way 
and  suitable  spoil-disposal  areas  for  the  initial  work  and  subsequent 
maintenance,  as  and  when  required;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United 
States  free  from  damage  due  to  the  construction  works;  (c)  remove 
the  wrecks  which  lie  in  the  area  to  be  dredged  at  the  head  of  the  creek; 
and  {d)  lower  the  water  main  crossing  the  creek  north  of  the  Market 
Street  Bridge. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $2,000  in  addition 
to  that  now  required  ($1,400);  total  $3,400. 

Benefits. — The  annual  benefits  are  estimated  at  $13,700,  of  which 
$11,200  is  the  savings  in  transportation  costs  of  petroleum  products 
carried  in  larger  tankers,  and  $2,500  is  the  savings  on  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  grain  and  fertilizer  products.  The  ratio  of  benefits  to  cost  is 
I  estimated  at  2.5.  Additional  savings  will  accrue  from  the  petroleum 
products  and  grain  which  will  be  transported  by  vessel  instead  of  by 
rail  or  truck,  and  from  the  large  amount  of  canned  goods  which  will 
be  shipped  direct  from  Cambridge  instead  of  being  transferred  to 
other  ports. 

Remarks. — During  the  period  1936  to  1941,  inclusive,  the  commerce 
of  the  harbor  varied  from  104,100  to  153,500  tons. 

HONGA  RIVER  AND  TAR  BAY,  CHANNEL  INTO  BACK  CREEK,  MD. 

(H.  Doc.  580,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Honga  River  is  a  tidal  estuary  of  Chesapeake  Bay  which 
penetrates  Dorchester  Bay  on  the  Eastern  Shore  of  Maryland  between 
Hoopers  Island  and  the  mainland.  Hoopers  Island  is  about  85  miles 
south  of  Baltimore.  Tar  Bay  is  a  water  course  between  Barren  and 
Hooper  Islands.  Fishing  Creek  connects  Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay. 
Back  Creek,  about  2  miles  south  of  Fishing  Creek,  is  a  branch  of 
Honga  River  extending  into  upper  Hooper  Island. 

Report  authorized  by. — River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
J  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  60  feet  wide  and  7  feet 
deep  through  Tar  Bay  and  Fishing  Creek  to  the  7-foot  contour  in 
Honga  River. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — To  provide  for 
a  channel  in  Back  Creek  7  feet  deep  and  60  feet  wide  from  the  7-foot 
depth  curve  in  Honga  River  to  a  point  near  the  head  of  Back  Creek, 
with  a  turning  basin  of  the  same  depth  and  150  feet  long  by  200  feet 
wide  at  the  head  of  the  channel. 

Estimated  first  cost  to  the  United  States. — $31,600. 

Local  cooperation. — Local  interests  are  to  give  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will :  ( a )  Provide,  without  cost 
to  the  United  States,  all  necessary  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way,  and 
disposal  areas  for  execution  of  the  project  and  for  subsequent  main¬ 
tenance,  as  and  when  required;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damages  due  to  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  proj¬ 
ect;  and  (c)  provide  and  maintain,  without  cost  to  the  United  States, 
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a  suitable  landing  and  approach  channel  of  adequate  depth,  open  to 
the  public  on  equal  terms  to  all. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $2,000  in  addition 
to  the  presently  authorized  amount. 

Benefits. — Annual  savings  in  transportation  cost  of  oysters  and 
oystershells,  and  the  savings  in  reduction  in  cost  of  boat  maintenance 
and  repair  bv  the  use  of  local  marine  railway  facilities  are  estimated 
at  $7,650.  The  proposed  improvement  is  economically  justified  by  a 
ratio  of  cost  to  benefits  of  1  to  2.46  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  benefits  which  would  result  from  increased  business  in  the  com¬ 
munity  or  the  value  of  the  harbor  as  a  harbor  of  refuge.  The  annual 
carrying  charges  are  estimated  to  be  $3,106. 

Remarks. — The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  improvements  would  provide  a  channel  and  a  needed  harbor  of 
refuge  for  small  craft,  fully  utilize  the  facilities  offered  by  the  marine 
railway,  enhance  the  productivity  of  the  local  oyster  boats  by  short¬ 
ening  the  haul  to  oyster  plants,  and  permit  deeper  loading  of  boats 
and  eliminate  loss  of  time  awaiting  high  tide;  and  that  the  prospective 
benefits  are  sufficient  to  justify  the  necessary  expenditures. 

BRANSONS  COVE,  LOWER  MACHODOC  RIVER,  VA. 

(H.  Doc.  420,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Bransons  Cove  is  a  small  indentation  on  the  eastern  side 
of  Lower  Machodoc  River,  a  tidal  estuary  of  the  Potomac  River,  20 
miles  from  Chesapeake  Bay.  It  is  the  nearest  harbor  to  some  of  the 
most  productive  oyster  and  fishing  grounds  in  the  Potomac  River  and 
to  a  wide  expanse  of  the  river  exposed  to  storms. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — None. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provision  of  a  channel  7  feet 
deep,  60  feet  wide,  and  950  feet  long  from  deep  water  in.  the  lower 
Machodoc  River  to  a  boat  basin  of  the  same  depth,  800  feet  long,  120 
feet  wide  for  the  first  430  feet  from  the  entrance,  and  200  feet  wide  for 
the  remaining  370  feet. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $28,600. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  conditions  that  local  interests 
agree  to  (a)  furnish  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  ease¬ 
ments,  rights-of-way,  and  spoil-disposal  areas  for  the  initial  work  and 
subsequent  maintenance  when  and  as  required;  ( b )  release  the  United 
States  from  damages  to  property  and  oyster  grounds  incidental  to 
dredging,  both  for  initial  work  and  future  maintenance  when  and  as 
required;  and  (c)  construct,  at  their  own  expense,  a  suitable  public 
wharf  and  landing  area  open  to  all  on  equal  terms. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $1,000. 

Benefits. — The  improvement  would  provide  a  strategically  located 
small  boat  harbor  adjacent  to  exposed  waters  frequented  by  small 
fishing  and  recreational  craft.  The  value  of  a  harbor  at  this  point  is 
clearly  demonstrated  by  its  continued  use  by  a  considerable  number 
of  boats  in  spite  of  difficulties  and  losses.  The  average  annual  tangible 
benefits  are  estimated  at  $12,082  compared  to  the  annual  carrying 
charges  of  $3,793.  Provides  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  3.2.  Improve¬ 
ment  is  economically  justified. 
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Remarks. — Present  commerce  at  the  cove,  consisting  principally  of 
fresh  sea  food,  oystershell  and  fishing  supplies,  is  estimated  at  6,850 
tons  which,  with  revenues  from  sport  fishing,  is  valued  at  $153,540. 
In  addition,  about  4,700  tons  of  oysters,  worth  $147,000,  are  sold 
annually  to  buy  boats  operating  in  the  area  and  transported  to  other 
harbors.  The  nearest  railroad  is  63  miles  west,  but  hard-surface 
roads  serve  the  area. 

DEEP  CREEK,  WARWICK  COUNTY,  VA. 

(H.  Doc.  601,  80th  Cong.) 

Location. — Deep  Creek  is  a  tidal  estuary  on  the  north  side  of  James 
River,  10.5  miles  upstream  from  Newport  News,  Ya.  It  is  120  feet 
wide  at  the  mouth.  Immediately  inside  the  entrance  the  creek 
widens  to  950  feet,  forming  a  land-locked  and  well-protected  harbor. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Pivers  and 
i  Harbors  adopted  March  26,  1940. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  6  feet  deep  through  the 
entrance  to  Hicks  Landing,  a  distance  of  6,000  feet,  with  widths  of 
80  feet  in  James  River  and  50  feet  in  Deep  Creek;  a  turning  basin  6 
feet  deep  and  100  feet  wide  and  150  feet  long  at  the  upper  end;  and 
an  anchorage  basin  6  feet  deep  and  6.4  acres  in  area  opposite  Mench- 
ville;  and  a  timber  jetty  800  feet  long  for  protection  of  the  anchorage 
basin,  if  and  when  found  necessary.  This  jetty  has  not  been 
constructed. 

Plan  oj  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — Provides  for 
an  approach  channel  8  feet  deep  and  100  feet  wide,  extending  to  a 
point  where  the  natural  creek  entrance  to  Deep  Creek  is  constricted, 
a  distance  of  9,400  feet;  thence  8  feet  deep  and  60  feet  wide  through 
the  restricted  entrance,  a  distance  of  700  feet;  the  enlargement  of  the 
harbor  in  Deep  Creek  opposite  Menchville,  Ya.,  extending  upstream 
to  a  point  near  Parkers  Landing  and  to  the  foot  of  Maxwells  Lane, 
from  6.4  acres  to  about  20  acres  with  depth  of  8  feet,  400  to  740  feet 
wide  and  1,940  feet  long;  and  the  elimination  of  the  existing  provision 
that  a  timber  jetty  800  feet  long  be  constructed;  substantially  in 
accordance  with  plans  outlined  in  the  report  of  the  district  engineer 
with  such  modifications  as  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  may  be  advisable. 

Estimated  first  cost  to  the  United  States. — $153,000  for  construction. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  responsible  local  interests  give 
assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will: 

(а)  Provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements 
rights-of-way,  and  spoil-disposal  areas  necessary  for  the  construction 
and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the  project,  when  and  as  required; 

(б)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  the  improvement;  (c)  provide,  maintain 
and  operate  without  cost  to  the  United  States  adequate  terminal  and 
mooring  facilities  within  the  harbor,  including  access  roads,  open  to  all 
on  equal  and  reasonable  terms;  and  ( d )  release  the  United  States  from 
all  claims  for  such  damages  as  might  occur  to  public  or  leased  oyster 
bottoms  that  may  be  affected  by  the  construction  and  maintenance 
of  the  project. 

.  Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $8,200  annually 
in  addition  to  that  now  required. 

3 
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Benefits. — The  district  engineer  believes  that  the  proposed  improve¬ 
ment  would  provide  adequate  anchorage  and  a  harbor  of  refuge  for 
the  numerous  liglit-draft  oyster,  fish,  commercial,  and  recreational 
craft  operating  or  cruising  in  the  vicinity  and  would  permit  the  oyster 
buy-boats  to  enter  the  harbor  under  all  normal  conditions.  He  esti¬ 
mates  the  annual  average  benefits  at  $34,000  from  elimination  of  loss 
of  time  of  tonging  boats  in  transferring  loads  and  obtaining  supplies; 
$780  from  elimination  of  long  trips  to  obtain  repairs;  and  $74,727 
saving  in  cost  of  transportation  of  sand,  gravel,  road  and  building 
materials,  and  petroleum  products — a  total  of  $109,507.  The  result¬ 
ing  benefit-cost  ratio  is  5.0. 

Remarks. — The  non-Federal  cost  is  estimated  at  $108,800,  consisting 
of  $95,800  for  construction  of  wharves  and  bulkheads,  including 
dredging  of  approach  and  berthing  areas,  and  $13,000  for  construction 
of  access  roads.  The  non-Federal  annual  carrying  charge  is  estimated 
at  $7,314. 

Deep  Creek  serves  a  large  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  Warwick  and 
York  Counties,  which  had  a  population  in  1940  of  18,105.  Menchville 
serves  as  a  supply  point  for  oystermen  and  fishermen.  The  rural 
population  of  the  tributary  area  is  engaged  principally  in  activities 
pertaining  to  oystering,  fishing,  and  farming.  Harvesting  of  seed 
oysters  is  an  important  industry,  which  provides  employment  for 
more  than  3,000  persons.  The  nearest  railroad  connection  is  at 
Morrison,  4  miles  southeast  of  Menchville. 

SOUTHERN  BRANCH  OF  ELIZABETH  RIVER,  NORFOLK  HARBOR,  VA. 

(H.  Doc.  545,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Southern  Branch  is  one  of  the  three  tidal  estuaries  form¬ 
ing  Elizabeth  River,  which  is  the  main  stream  of  Norfolk  Harbor. 
It  is  navigable  from  its  mouth  to  Great  Bridge,  Va.,  a  river  distance  of 
11.42  miles.  The  mean  range  of  tide  is  2.7  feet  at  the  mouth  and  3.0 
feet  at  Great  Bridge.  The  area  tributary  to  Southern  Branch  includes 
the  counties  of  Norfolk  and  Princess  Arne.  The  major  cities  with 
their  1940  population  are  Norfolk,  144,332;  Portsmouth,  50,745;  and 
South  Norfolk,  8,038.  The  area  is  located  in  the  tidewater  section 
of  Virginia  and  the  residents  are  principally  engaged  in  farming, 
manufacturing,  shipbuilding  and  repairs,  shellfish  production,  wood 
preserving,  and  flour  blending. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — The  existing  project  for  Norfolk  Harbor  includes 
the  improvement  of  Southern  Branch.  The  project  for  Southern 
Branch  provides  for  a  channel  40  feet  deep  and  450  feet  wide  from  the 
junction  of  Southern  and  Eastern  Branches  to  the  Belt  Line  Railroad 
bridge,  a  distance  of  2.03  miles,  including  dredged  areas  35  feet  deep 
and  600  to  800  feet  wide  on  either  side  of  the  40-foot  channel  in  front 
of  the  Norfolk  naval  shipyard;  a  channel  30  feet  deep  and  375  feet 
wide  from  the  Belt  Line  Railroad  bridge  to  the  Virginian  Railway 
bridge,  a  distance  of  1.05  miles;  and  a  channel  25  feet  deep  and  gen¬ 
erally  200  feet  wide  from  the  Virginian  Railway  bridge  to  a  point 
2,500  feet  upstream  from  the  Norfolk  &  Western  Railway  bridge,  a 
distance  of  3.10  miles,  including  a  turning  basin  500  feet  square  at  the 
upper  end. 
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The  existing  project  was  approximately  98  percent  complete  on 
December  1,  1946.  The  uncompleted  portion  consists  of  dredging  the 
turning  basin  at  the  head  of  the  project,  which  is  not  to  be  dredged 
until  it  is  required  in  the  interests  of  commerce  and  navigation. 
During  World  War  II,  the  35-feet-deep  side  areas  on  either  side  of  the 
main  channel  in  front  of  the  Norfolk  naval  shipyard  were  dredged  to 
a  depth  of  40  feet  to  facilitate  the  movements  of  battleships  and  large 
airplane  carriers  to  and  from  the  naval  docks. 

Plan  oj recommended  improvement . — To  provide  for:  (1)  an  approach 
and  turning  area  in  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River  to  a  depth  of 
40  feet  over  a  maximum  width  of  830  feet  opposite  the  Norfolk  naval 
shipyard,  extending  downstream  3,250  feet  from  the  Belt  Line  Rail¬ 
road  bridge,  including  realinement  of  the  40-foot  channel  in  that  area; 
(2)  a  channel  35  feet  deep  and  375  feet  wide  to  extend  upstream  from 
the  upstream  limit  of  the  existing  40-foot  channel  to  the  Virginian 
Railway  bridge;  (3)  a  channel  35  feet  deep  and  250  feet  wide  from  the 
Virginian  Railway  bridge  upstream  to  a  point  1,900  feet  above,  or 
south  of,  the  Norfolk  &  Western  Railway  bridge,  with  adequate 
widening  of  the  channel  at  the  bends;  and  (4)  a  turning  basin  600  feet 
by  600  feet  and  35  feet  deep  at  the  upstream  end  of  the  35-foot  channel; 
subject  to  certain  conditions  of  local  cooperation. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $1,730,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  provided 
that  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  that  they  will:  (a)  Furnish  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States 
adequate  and  convenient  shore  areas  for  the  disposal  of  material  to 
be  initially  dredged;  ( b )  provide  adequate  approach  and  berthing 
areas  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  terminals  which  would  use  the 
recommended  improvement,  with  such  dredging  to  be  accomplished 
immediately  upon  completion  or  concurrently  with  execution  of  the 
recommended  improvement;  (c)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free 
from  all  claims  for  damages  arising  from  the  original  construction 
and  the  future  maintenance  of  the  project;  and  (d)  release  the  United 
States  from  all  claims  for  such  damages  as  might  occur  to  public  or 
leased  oyster  beds  that  may  be  affected  by  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  the  project.  The  cost  to  local  interests  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  conditions  of  local  cooperation  is  estimated  at  $601,760. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $82,800  in  addition 
to  that  now  required. 

Benefits. — A  survey  was  made  by  local  interests  to  determine  the 
potential  tonnage  of  13  concerns  among  those  now  using  the  water¬ 
way.  These  concerns  have  a  predicted  total  annual  water-borne 
commerce  of  1,804,460  tons  to  be  carried  in  vessels  with  drafts  of 
from  28  to  34  feet.  Based  on  the  transportation  of  their  commodities 
in  these  deeper-draft  vessels,  this  predicted  tonnage  would  result  in 
a  saving  of  $731,018  annually.  The  district  engineer  and  the  Board 
of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors  have  analyzed  and  investigated 
the  data  presented  by  local  interests  and  find  that  they  represent  a 
fair  and  conservative  prediction  of  tangible  benefits  that  will  accrue 
to  the  improvement  based  on  both  present  and  prospective  move¬ 
ments  of  bulk  receipts  of  petroleum  products,  fertilizer  materials, 
creosote,  tar,  and  asphalt.  No  credit  has  been  taken  for  such  bene¬ 
fits  as  may  accrue  to  the  project  through  the  possible  establishment 
of  additional  industries  on  the  waterway.  The  benefit-cost  ratio, 
based  on  benefits  of  $731,018  and  costs  of  $201,773,  is  3.6. 
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Remarks. — Commerce  on  Southern  Branch,  exclusive  of  military 
and  lease-lcnd  tonnage,  for  the  period  1936  to  1945,  inclusive,  varied 
from  1,117,078  tons  in  1944  to  a  high  of  4,050,000  tons  in  1941  and 
averaged  2,831,139  tons  annually  for  that  period.  The  principal 
commodities  moved  during  the  year  1945  consisted  of  petroleum 
products,  marl,  and  fertilizer  materials.  Southern  Branch  is  the 
most  important  arm  of  the  port  of  Norfolk  from  the  standpoint  of 
coastwise  and  foreign  trade,  and  its  commerce  has  progressed  steadily 
during  the  past  40  years.  In  order  that  this  progress  may  continue, 
the  proposed  improvement  is  necessary  to  provide  adequate  channel 
dimensions  and  alinement  to  accommodate  the  deeper-draft  vessels 
now  being  used  in  the  coastwise  and  foreign  trade.  The  benefits  are 
considered  ample  to  justify  the  required  expenditure. 

PAMLICO  SOUND,  N.  C.,  TO  STUMPY  POINT  CHANNEL 
(H.  Doc.  422,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Stumpy  Point  Bay  is  a  circular  indentation  2  miles  in 
diameter  on  the  mainland  side  near  the  northerly  end  of  Pamlico 
Sound,  N.  C.  The  town  of  Stumpy  Point  is  located  on  the  north¬ 
easterly  shore  and  the  hamlet  of  Lake  Worth  on  the  northwesterly 
shore. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors  adopted  April  12,  1946. 

Existing  project. — None. 

Recommended  plan  of  improvement. — To  provide  a  channel  75  feet 
wide,  7  feet  deep,  and  about  8,000  feet  long  in  Pamlico  Sound  through 
Stumpy  Point  Bay  to  Lake  Worth,  with  a  boat  basin  of  like  depth, 
50  by  600  feet  at  the  inner  end. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $32,500. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  provisions  that  responsible  local 
agencies  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that 
they  will  (a)  Provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands, 
easements,  rights-of-way,  and  spoil-disposal  areas  necessary  for  the 
construction  and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the  project,  when  and 
as  needed;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages 
due  to  the  construction  and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the  project; 
and  (c)  provide  and  maintain  adequate  terminal  facilities  with  access 
thereto  which  shall  be  open  to  all  on  equal  terms.  In  1929  local  in¬ 
terests,  at  a  cost  of  $25,000,  dredged  a  channel  75  feet  wide  and  7 
feet  deep  from  the  sound  to  Lake  Worth  and  constructed  a  small 
boat  basin  at  the  inner  end. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $3,000. 

Benefits. — Annual  costs  are  estimated  at  $4,735,  and  average  annual 
benefits  at  $19,400  from  savings  in  cost  of  transportation,  including 
a  saving  of  $15  a  ton  on  750  tons  of  fish,  $2  a  ton  on  1,200  tons  of  ice, 
$3.80  a  ton  on  500  tons  of  petroleum  products,  $2.85  a  ton  on  1,000 
tons  of  road-building  materials,  and  lesser  savings  on  other  items. 
The  ratio  of  benefits  to  cost  is  estimated  at  4:10. 

Remarks. — The  area  tributary  to  Stumpy  Point  Bay  has  a  popu¬ 
lation  estimated  at  500,  of  which  400  reside  in  Stumpy  Point.  In 
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addition  to  water  transportation  the  region  is  served  by  an  unim¬ 
proved  highway. 

INLAND  WATERWAY  FROM  BEAUFORT  TO  JACKSONVILLE,  N.  C.,  AND  NEW 

RIVER  TO  JACKSONVILLE 

(H.  Doc.  421,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — New  River  rises  near  Richlands  in  Onslow  County,  N.  C., 
and  flows  southerly  into  Onslow  Bay  through  New  River  Inlet.  It 
is  48.3  miles  long.  '  The  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear  River  part  of  the  In¬ 
land  Waterway  crosses  New  River  2.2  miles  above  its  mouth. 

Report  authorized  by. — Review  resolution  adopted  by  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors  on  June  7,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  waterway  12  feet  deep  with  a 
bottom  width  of  90  feet  along  the  coast  from  Beaufort,  N.  C.,  to  the 
)  Cape  Fear  River,  93.5  miles,  including  tidal  lock  and  a  highway 
bridge;  a  channel  10  feet  deep  and  90  feet  wide  in  New  River  to  the 
Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  bridge  at  Jacksonville;  an  entrance 
[  channel  6  by  90  feet  at  New  River  Inlet  with  connecting  channel  of 
same  dimensions  to  the  Inland  Waterway  near  the  mouth  of  New 
River;  a  side  channel  12  by  90  feet  to  a  turning  basin  of  same  depth, 
200  by  350  feet,  opposite  the  principal  wharves  at  Swansboro;  six 
mooring  basins;  and  a  channel  8  by  90  feet  from  the  waterway  via 
Motte  and  Banks  Channels  to  a  point  just  within  Masonboro  Inlet, 
at  Wrightsville  Beach,  N.  C.  _  _  . 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project.  To  provide 
for  a  channel  12  by  90  feet  in  New  River  between  the  Inland  W  aterway 
and  the  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  bridge  at  Jacksonville,  and  a 
basin  at  Jacksonville  of  the  same  depth  and  varying  in  width. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction —$  196,100. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  provisions  that  local  interests 
give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they 
will  (a)  furnish  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements, 
rights-of-way,  and  suitable  areas  for  disposal  of  dredged  material 
during  construction  of  the  project  and  for  subsequent  maintenance, 
t  as  and  when  needed;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damages  due  to  the  construction  works  and  subsequent  maintenance, 
including  the  damages  to  oyster  beds;  and  (c)  provide  adequate 
terminal  facilities  at  Jacksonville,  open  to  all  on  equal  terms. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States.  $3,000  in  addition 

to  that  now  required.  . 

Benefits. — It  is  estimated  that  the  saving  from  the  deepening  ot 
the  channel  to  12  feet  will  be  $31,800.  Federal  annual  charges  are 
estimated  at  $10,600  and  non-Federal  at  $900,  or  a  total  of  $11,500. 
The  ratio  of  benefits  to  costs  is  2.77.  . 

Remarks . — The  United  States  Marine  Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  includes 
all  of  the  eastern  shore  line  of  New  River  below  Jacksonville  and  the 
western  shore  line  between  mile  6.1  and  Jacksonville,  mile  21.  It  is 
claimed  that  approximately  530,000  tons  of  Navy  supplies,  fertilizer, 
petroleum  products,  and  miscellaneous  freight  now  moving  by  lail 
alone  would  utilize  the  improved  waterway  at  a  total  saving  in  excess 
of  the  cost  of  the  proposed  improvement. 
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ST.  ANDREW  BAY,  FLA. 

(H.  Doc.  559,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — St.  Andrew  Bay  (formerly  St.  Andrews  Bay)  is  on  the 
Gulf  coast  of  Florida  110  miles  east  of  Pensacola.  It  is  10  miles 
long  and  has  a  maximum  width  between  the  barrier  peninsular  and 
the  mainland  of  about  3%  miles.  Natural  depths  in  the  bay  range  up 
to  50  feet,  and  the  mean  tidal  range  is  1 .3  feet.  The  area  commercially 
tributary  to  the  bay  comprises  parts  of  Florida,  Georgia,  and  Alabama 
and  has  a  population  of  about  860,000.  Panama  City,  the  deep¬ 
water  port  served  by  the  improvement,  has  a  population  of  about 
12,000. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors,  adopted  March  13,  1945. 

Existing  project. — The  Federal  project  provides  for  a  channel  ex-  , 
tending  from  deep  water  in  the  bay  through  the  barrier  peninsula,  | 
known  as  Lands  End,  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  300  feet  wide  and  27 
feet  deep  in  the  bay  and  through  Lands  End,  and  450  feet  wide  and  1 
29  feet  deep  in  the  Gulf,  protected  by  two  jetties;  and  the  maintenance 
of  a  channel  in  Watson  Bayou,  an  arm  of  St.  Andrew  Bay  at  Panama 
City,  100  feet  wide  and  10  feet  deep  from  that  depth  in  St.  Andrew 
Bay  to  the  highway  bridge  1.7  miles  above  the  mouth. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — That  the 
existing  Federal  project  for  St.  Andrew  Bay,  Fla.,  be  modified  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  depth  of  34  feet  in  the  Gulf  approach  channel  and  of  32  feet 
in  the  channel  across  Lands  End,  with  no  change  in  alinement  or 
width. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $80,000. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $12,000  for  the 
recommended  modification. 

Benefits. — The  volume  of  commerce  handled  through  the  port  and 
the.  saving  provided  to  the  public  by  the  project  as  "a  whole  clearly 
indicate  that  the  additional  expenditure  required  is  fully  justified. 
Investigations  made  by  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors 
show  that,  the  increased  loading  of  bulk  commodities  which  will  be  t 
possible  with  the  greater  depth  of  channel  now  proposed  will  provide  l 
savings  in  transportation  costs  of  at  least  $20,000.  The  annual  charges 
for  the  further  improvement  will  amount  to  $15,200,  which  results  in 
a  benefit-cost  ratio  for  the  modification  alone  of  1.32. 

Remarks. — Vessels  now  being  used  in  regular  weekly  coastwise 
service  to  Panama  City  draw  27  feet  8  inches  when  fully  loaded,  and 
have  a  draft  of  about  30  feet  when  steaming.  To  accommodate  these 
vessels,  deepening  as  proposed  is  essential  to  enable  the  port  to  main¬ 
tain  its  position  as  a  Gulf  deep-water  port. 

GALVESTON  HARBOR,  HOUSTON  SHIP  CHANNEL,  CHANNEL  FROM  GALVES¬ 
TON  HARBOR  TO  TEXAS  CITY,  AND  GALVESTON  CHANNEL,  TEX. 

(H.  Doc.  No.  561,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Galveston  Harbor  and  connecting  channels  to  the  ports 
of  Galveston,  Houston,  and  Texas  City,  Tex.,  are  located  on  the 
Giilf  coast  of  Texas  at  Galveston  Bay.  The  area  commercially 
tributary  to  the  ports  served  by  Galveston  Harbor  and  the  connecting 
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channels  includes  a  large  part  of  Texas  and  portions  of  Louisiana  and 
Arkansas.  Houston,  Galveston,  and  Texas  City,  with  estimated 
populations  in  1945  of  445,000,  72,000,  and  9,000,  respectively,  are 
,  the  principal  port  cities. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 
adopted  four  resolutions  on  May  10,  1945,  authorizing  the  subject 
review  report. 

Existing  projects. — The  existing  project  for  Galveston  Harbor  pro¬ 
vides  for  two  jetties  extending  to  the  30-foot  depth  in  the  Gulf,  one 
on  the  north  from  Bolivar  Peninsula  and  one  on  the  south  from  Gal¬ 
veston  Island;  an  entrance  channel  between  the  jetties,  36  feet  deep 
and  800  feet  wide,  from  the  Gulf  to  a  point  2  miles  west  of  the  sea¬ 
ward  end  of  the  north  jetty,  thence  34  feet  deep  and  800  feet  wide  to 
deep  water  in  Bolivar  Roads  between  Bolivar  Peninsula  and  Galves¬ 
ton  Island;  maintenance  of  the  State  highway  ferry  channels  12  feet 
deep  by  100  feet  wide  and  2,000  feet  long  at  Bolivar  Peninsula  and 
Galveston  Island;  and  13  groins  to  protect  the  sea  wall  along  the  Gulf 
shore  of  Galveston  between  Twelfth  Street  and  Sixty-first  Street. 
The  mean  range  of  tide  is  about  2  feet  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  at  the 
entrance  to  Galveston  Harbor. 

The  existing  project  for  Houston  Ship  Channel  provides  for  a 
channel  400  feet  wide  and  34  feet  deep  from  Bolivar  Roads  31  miles 
across  Galveston  Bay  and  up  San  Jacinto  Bay  to  a  point  1  mile 
above  Baytown,  thence  350  feet  wide  and  34  feet  deep,  8  miles  up 
San  Jacinto  River  and  Buffalo  Bayou  to  Boggy  Bayou,  thence  300  feet 
wide  and  34  feet  deep,  1 1  miles  up  Buffalo  Bayou  to  a  turning  basin 
34  feet  deep  at  Houston;  a  channel  60  feet  wide  and  10  feet  deep  from 
the  turning  basin,  6.6  miles  up  Buffalo  Bayou  to  White  Oak  Bayou 
in  Houston;  a  channel  60  feet  wide  and  10  feet  deep  behind  Brady 
Island  2  miles  below  the  turning  basin;  turning  points  at  Brady  Island 
and  at  Hunting  Bayou ;  a  silting  basin  in  Sims  Bayou  and  such  other 
silting  basins  as  the  Chief  of  Engineers  may  consider  advisable;  and 
a  timber  pile  dike  26,000  feet  long  to  protect  the  channel  in  upper 
Galveston  Bay.  The  mean  range  of  tide  decreases  from  1 .6  feet  in 
Bolivar  Roads  to  0.5  foot  in  San  Jacinto  River  and  Buffalo  Bayou. 

The  existing  project  for  the  channel  from  Galveston  Harbor  to 
Texas  City  provides  for  a  channel  300  feet  wide  and  34  feet  deep 
from  Bolivar  Roads  6.2  miles  across  Galveston  Bay  to  the  turning 
basin  at  Texas  City;  for  a  turning  basin  34  feet  deep;  a  pile  dike  on 
the  north  side  of  the  channel;  and  a  rubble  mound  dike  a  short  dis¬ 
tance  south  of  the  pile  dike.  The  channel  from  Galveston  Harbor 
to  Texas  City  project  has  been  completed  except  for  dredging  a  1,000- 
foot  extension  to  the  turning  basin. 

The  existing  project  for  Galveston  Channel  provides  for  a  channel 
1,200  feet  wide  and  34  feet  deep  from  Bolivar  Roads  5.9  miles  between 
Pelican  Island  and  Galveston  Island  to  Forty-third  Street  in  Gal¬ 
veston,  thence  1,200  feet  wide  and  32  feet  deep,  3,550  feet  to  Fifty-first 
Street,  thence  1,000  feet  wide  and  32  feet  deep,  2,250  feet  to  Fifty- 
seventh  Street  ;  and  a  sea  wall  from  the  Galveston  County  sea  wall  at 
Sixth  Street  and  Broadway,  east  to  the  south  jetty  of  Galveston 
Harbor.  _ 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  projects.  The  Board  ol 
Engineers  for  River  and  Harbors  recommends,  subject  to  certain  con¬ 
ditions  of  local  cooperation,  modification  of  the  existing  projects  for 
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Galveston  Harbor,  Tex.;  Houston  Ship  Channel,  Tex.;  channel  from 
Galveston  Harbor  to  Texas  City,  Tex.;  and  Galveston  Channel,  Tex.; 
in  substantial  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the  district  engineer,  to 
provide  for: 

Galveston  Harbor. — A  depth  of  38  feet  in  the  channel  from  deep  water 
in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  a  point  2  miles  west  of  the  seaward  end  of  the 
north  jetty,  thence  a  depth  of  36  feet  to  Bolivar  Roads,  and  for  revoca¬ 
tion  of  the  existing  authority  for  maintenance  of  the  State  highway 
ferry  channels  on  Galveston  Island  and  Bolivar  Peninsula,  with  a 
decrease  of  $7,500  in  the  approved  cost  of  annual  maintenance. 

Houston  Ship  Channel. — A  depth  of  36  feet  in  the  main  channel  from 
deep  water  in  Bolivar  Roads  to  and  including  the  main  turning  basin 
at  Houston,  Tex.,  and  in  turning  points  at  the  mouth  of  Hunting 
Bayou  and  at  the  lower  end  of  Brady  Island. 

Channel  from  Galveston  Harbor  to  Texas  City. — A  depth  ,of  36  feet  in 
the  channel  and  turning  basin,  and  a  width  of  400  feet  in' the  channel 
and  1,000  feet  in  the  turning  basin. 

Galveston  Channel ,  Tex. — A  depth  of  36  feet  in  the  channel  from  deep 
water  in  Bolivar  Roads  to  Forty-third  Street  extended  in  the  city  of 
Galveston. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — The  total  estimated 
cost  to  the  United  States  for  the  improvement  of  the  subject  water¬ 
ways  is  $5,057,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvements  are  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests  furnish,  without  cost  to  the  United 
States,  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  projects  and  subsequent  maintenance  when  and  as  required, 
hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  all  claims  for  damages  due 
to  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  projects;  and  provided 
that  no  dredging  shall  be  done  by  the  United  States  within  50  feet 
of  any  existing  pierhead  or  pierhead  line,  or  any  wharf  or  structure; 
and  provided  further  that  the  recommended  modification  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  project  for  the  channel  from  Galveston  Harbor  to  Texas  City, 
Tex.,  shall  be  subject  to  the  additional  condition  that  construction  of 
the  authorized  extension  of  the  turning  basin  1,000  feet  southward 
shall  not  be  undertaken  until  local  interests  furnish  assurances  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  construct  a  com¬ 
mon-carrier  oil  terminal  substantially  as  proposed  at  the  time  the 
extension  of  the  basin  was  authorized. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $227,000  in  addition 
to  that  now  required. 

Benefits. — It  is  estimated  that  the  prospective  seagoing  commerce 
on  these  channels  will  amount  to  37,500,000  tons  of  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products  and  7,500,000  tons  of  dry  cargo  annually.  It  is 
estimated  that  65  percent  of  the  commerce  in  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  will  be  carried  in  T-2  and  larger  tankers  and  20  percent  of 
the  commerce  in  dry  cargo  will  be  carried  in  C-3  and  C-4  dry-cargo 
vessels.  Thus,  a  total  of  25,875,000  tons  of  commerce  will  be  carried 
in  the  larger  vessels.  The  proposed  improvements  would  afford  an 
estimated  saving  of  3%  cents  per  ton  on  this  commerce,  or  a  total  of 
$905,600  annually. 

In  order  to  justify  economically  the  improvement  of  each  of  the 
waterways,  a  study  was  made  as  to  the  commerce  that  would  benefit 
by  the  particular  improvement  and  the  estimated  savings  that  would 


AUTHORIZE  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  25 

accrue:  On  Galveston  Harbor  the  annual  carrying  charge  is  $107,900 
and  the  annual  benefits  are  $229,800,  which  provides  an  economic 
ratio  of  2.13;  on  Houston  Ship  Channel  the  annual  carrying  charge 
is  $192,500  and  the  annual  benefits  are  $440,100  and  the  economic 
ratio  is  2.29;  on  the  channel  to  Texas  City  the  annual  carrying  charge 
is  $97,100  and  the  annual  benefits  are  $206,300,  which  gives  an  eco¬ 
nomic  ratio  of  2.12;  on  the  Galveston  Channel  the  annual  carrying- 
charge  is  $28,000  and  the  annual  benefits  are  $29,400  and  the  ratio 
of  benefits-costs  is  1.05. 

Remarks. — Major  industries  include  the  production  and  refining  of 
petroleum,  shipbuilding  and  repair,  steel  smelting  and  fabricating,  tin 
smelting  and  processing,  manufacturing  of  cement,  building  materials, 
chemicals,  synthetic  rubber,  cotton  bagging  and  containers,  processing 
of  food  and  meat,  and  the  milling  of  flour,  rice,  and  paper  pulp. 

PORT  ARANSAS-CORPUS  CHRISTI  WATERWAY,  TEXAS 
(H.  Doc.  560,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — The  Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christi  waterway  provides 
deep-water  channels  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  the  ports  of  Harbor 
Island,  Ingleside,  and  Corpus  Christi.  It  is  about  180  miles  south¬ 
west  of  Galveston,  Tex.,  and  about  125  miles  north  of  Brownsville, 
Tex.  The  waterway  has  an  over-all  length  of  30%  miles  from  deep 
water  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  through  Turtle  Cove  and  across  Corpus 
Christi  Bay  to  Tide  Lake.  The  area  tributary  to  the  Port  Aransas- 
Corpus  Christi  waterway  comprises  roughly  the  part  of  the  State  of 
Texas  lying  between  the  Colorado  River  and  the  Rio  Grande. 

Report  authorized  by. — -Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors,  adopted  May  10,  1945. 

Existing  project. — -The  existing  project,  in  general,  provides  for  a 
depth  of  37  feet  across  the  outer  bar  and  35  feet  in  the  jetty  channel 
and  the  channel  at  Port  Aransas,  with  varying  widths  for  an  inner 
basin  at  Harbor  Island,  30  feet  deep  by  650  feet  wide  and  3,000  feet 
long;  for  a  channel  34  feet  deep  and  250  feet  wide  through  Turtle 
Cove,  and  across  Corpus  Christi  Bay  to  a  turning  basin  at  Corpus 
Christi  34  feet  deep  by  1,000  feet  wide  and  5,500  feet  long;  thence 
for  a  channel  34  feet  deep  and  200  feet  wide  to  Tule  Lake  with  turn¬ 
ing  basins  of  the  same  depth  1,000  feet  wide  by  1,200  feet  long  at 
Avery  Point,  and  900  feet  wide  by  1,000  feet  long  near  Tule  Lake. 
Between  Aransas  Pass  and  a  point  in  the  middle  of  Corpus  Christi 
Bay,  the  Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christi  waterway  forms  a  link  in  the 
Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway  which  extends  from  Apalachee  Bay,  Fla., 
to  Brownsville,  Tex. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — -Modification 
of  the  project  for  the  Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christi  waterway,  Texas, 
to  provide  for  depths  of  38  feet  in  the  outer  bar  channel,  38  feet  decreas¬ 
ing  to  36  feet  from  the  outer  end  of  the  jetty  to  station  90,  north  jetty, 
and' 36  feet  in  all  other  deep-water  channels  and  basins,  except  the 
2,000-foot  undredged  portion  of  the  innter  basin  at  Harbor  Island; 
and  for  a  width  of  400  feet  in  the  channel  from  Port  Aransas  to  the 
maneuvering  basin  at  Corpus  Christi,  generally  in  accordance  with 
the  plans  of  the  district  engineer,  and  with  such  modifications  as  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
may  be  deemed  advisable. 
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Estimated  cost  to  United  States  jor  construction,  $2,250,000. 

Local  cooperation.- — The  improvement  is  recommended  provided 
(1)  that  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a)  deepen  and  maintain  at  their  own  ex¬ 
pense  the  channel  through  and  for  a  distance  of  50  feet  on  each  side 
of  the  bridge  at  the  entrance  to  the  Corpus  Christi  turning  basin; 
(6)  furnish  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements, 
rights-of-way,  and  suitable  areas  for  disposal  of  dredged  material 
during  construction  of  the  project  and  for  subsequent  maintenance, 
as  and  when  needed;  and  (c)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free 
from  damages  due  to  the  construction  works  and  subsequent  mainte¬ 
nance:  and  provided  (2)  that  construction  of  the  improvement  to  any 
point  west  of  the  Avery  Point  turning  basin  shall  not  be  undertaken 
until  local  interests  furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  that  bona  fide  arrangements  have  been  made  with  various 
industries  so  as  to  guarantee  additional  tonnage  sufficient  to  warrant 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  work  between  the  Avery 
Point  turning  basin  and  the  point  in  question. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $100,000  in  addition 
to  the  amount  now  authorized. 

Benefits. — The  district  engineer,  from  a  study  of  the  available  in¬ 
formation  on  the  costs  of  operation  of  T-2  and  T-3  tankers  and  C-3 
and  C-4  dry-cargo  vessels,  estimates  that  each  increase  of  1  foot  in  the 
mean  loaded  draft  of  such  vessels  would  reduce  the  unit  cost  of  opera¬ 
tion  by  1%  cents  per  ton.  With  the  improvement  of  the  waterway, 
he  considers  that  the  saving  on  prospective  annual  commerce  that 
will  be  moved  in  the  newer  type  vessels  will  be  1%  cents  per  ton  on 
5,200,000  tons  moving  on  the  improved  channel  from  Port  Aransas  to 
the  Gulf,  and  3%  cents  per  ton  on  8,000,000  tons  moving  on  the 
improved  channel  from  Corpus  Christi  to  Port  Aransas,  amounting 
to  a  total  saving  of  $371,000  annually.  These  benefits  do  not  include 
any  saving  as  a  result  of  extending  the  channel  from  the  Avery  Point 
turning  basin  to  and  including  the  Tule  Lake  turning  basin,  since  the 
construction  of  this  extension  is  contingent  upon  local  interests 
furnishing  evidence  that  sufficient  commerce  will  use  the  channel  to 
justify  its  construction. 

The  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors,  carefully  reviewed 
the  estimated  savings  as  reported  by  the  district  engineer.  After 
careful  analysis  the  Board  fully  concurred  with  the  estimate.  With 
the  annual  charges  estimated  at  $195,000  and  the  annual  benefits  at 
$371,000,  the  benefit-cost  ratio  is  1.9. 

Remarks. — The  tributary  area  had  a  population  of  1,100,000  in 
1940.  The  principal  cities  are  San  Antonio,  Corpus  Christi,  Laredo, 
and  Del  Rio.  The  principal  products  of  the  area  are  cotton,  corn, 
onions,  winter  vegetables,  livestock,  wool,  mohair,  natural  gas, 
petroleum,  and  gypsum.  The  principal  industrial  developments 
consist  of  those  industries  devoted  to  the  processing  of  agricultural 
products  and  the  producing  and  refining  of  petroleum  and  petroleum 
products.  Commercial  traffic  for  the  waterway  during  the  10-year 
period  1936  to  1945,  inclusive,  ranged  from  a  maximum  of  15,706,000 
tons  in  1939  to  a  minimum  of  7,013,000  tons  in  1942,  and  averaged 
11,865,000  tons  annually  for  the  period.  The  commerce  in  1946  in¬ 
creased  to  19,891,500  tons.  Vessel  traffic  with  drafts  of  30-33  feet 
increased  from  188  trips  in  1945  to  670  trips  in  1946. 
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TRAVERSE  BAY  (GRAND  TRAVERSE  BAY)  AT  TRAVERSE  CITY,  MICH. 

(H.  Doc.  546,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Grand  Traverse  Bay  extends  from  the  easterly  shore  of 
the  north  end  of  Lake  Michigan,  southward  about  32  miles  into  the 
State  of  Michigan.  The  bay  is  about  10  miles  wide  and  for  about  17 
miles  at  its  head  is  divided  into  East  and  West  Arms.  ^  Traverse  City, 
Mich.,  is  located  at  the  southern  extremity  of  the  West  Arm  of  the 
bay.  In  general  the  bay  is  deep,  with  deep  water  extending  close  to 
the  shore  along  the  Traverse  City  water  front.  Traverse  City,  with 
population  of  14,445  in  1940,  is  the  largest  community  in  an  agricul¬ 
tural  region  which  produces  principally  fruit  and  dairy  products.  Its 
industries  include  plants  for  processing  these  products  and  manufac¬ 
turing  lumber,  cement  and  timber  products,  and  leather  goods. 

Authority. — Review  resolution  adopted  January  27,  1937,  by  the 
Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  and  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
approved  August  26,  1937. 

Existing  project. — Grand  Traverse  Bay  at  Traverse  City  is  not  under 
Federal  improvement.  A  5-acre  municipal  yacht  harbor  protected 
by  a  breakwater  and  piers  has  been  constructed  along  the  central  part 
of  the  city  water  front  as  a  Works  Progress  Administration  project. 
However,  this  location  is  exposed  to  the  full  force  of  storms  from  the 
north  which,  with  deterioration  of  the  works,  has  led  to  virtual 
abandonment  of  the  facility. 

Plan  oj  recommended  modification  of  existing  project.  Provision  of 
harbor  improvements  in  Grand  Traverse  Bay  in  the  vicinity  of 
Traverse  City,  Mich.,  by  construction  of  a  breakwater  and  an  adjacent 
basin  600  feet  wide  and  1,000  feet  long  with  depth  of  14  feet  in  the 
outer  500  feet  of  the  area  and  of  10  feet  in  the  remainder. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $316,200. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  provided 
local  interests  agree  to  (a)  furnish,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States,  all 
necessary  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  for  the  shoreward  end 
of  the  breakwater,  including  right  of  access  thereto  from  the  public 
highway,  and  easements  for  suitable  spoil-disposal  areas  along  shore, 
for  the  new  work  and  subsequent  maintenance,  when  and  as  required, 
including  provision  of  a  low  earth  dike,  when  requested  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  to  retain  the  dredged  materials;  ( b )  construct,  operate, 
and  maintain  a  suitable  public  wharf  open  to  all  on  equal  terms 

(c)  establish  a  competent  body  empowered  to  regulate  the  development 
and  use  of  the  harbor  facilities  in  the  best  interest  of  the  public,  and 

(d)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  all  damages  resulting 
from  the  dredging  and  construction  operations. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — $3,500. 

Benefits. — The  evaluated  annual  benefits  are  estimated  at  $18,650, 
consisting  of  $10,000  to  the  boatbuilding  and  repair  industries  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  additional  recrea- 
tional  boats,  $2,650  for  the  recreational  value  of  additional  trips  which 
would  be  made  by  local  and  visiting  craft,  $5,500  for  reduced  damages 
to  boats,  and  $500  for  elimination  of  lost  time  of  deep-draft  commercial 
vessels.  These  estimates  indicate  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  1.1. 
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Remarks. — The  demand  for  increased  facilities  for  recreational 
boating  in  this  harbor  occurs  because  of  the  advantages  enjoyed  by 
this  area  as  a  summer  resort  for  vacationists,  who  are  drawn  from  the 
entire  north-central  part  of  the  United  States  to  the  extent  that  the 
population  of  the  area  is  doubled  during  the  summer  season.  Thus 
the  recreational  benefits  of  the  facilities  proposed  will  be  widely  dis¬ 
tributed  and  not  confined  to  the  local  area.  Furthermore  the  proposed 
breakwater  will  yield  some  benefit  to  general  commerce  in  that  it  will 
afford  a  measure  of  needed  protection  to  freight  vessels  using  nearby 
existing  and  planned  terminal  facilities. 

DUNKIRK  HARBOR,  N.  Y. 

(H.  Doc.  632,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location—  Dunkirk  Harbor,  N.  Y.,  is  situated  on  the  south  shore 
of  Lake  Erie  about  37  miles  southwesterly  by  water  from  Buffalo, 
N.  Y.,  and  45  miles  northeasterly  by  water"  from  Erie,  Pa.  The 
protected  area  of  the  harbor  consists  of  about  60  acres. 

Report  authorized  by. — Review  resolution  adopted  by  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors  September  18,  1945. 

Existing  project—  The  existing  project,  in  general,  provides  for  a 
pier  1,410  feet  in  length  on  the  west  side  of  the  entrance  channel  ex¬ 
tending  to  shore;  a  detached  breakwater  extending  eastward  from  the 
entrance  channel  for  a  distance  of  2,814  feet;  an  entrance  channel  350 
feet  wide  at  its  lakeward  end,  narrowing  to  200  feet  at  the  entrance 
between  the  west  pier  and  the  breakwater,  270  feet  apart,  and  widening 
to  400  feet  at  the  basin;  and  a  harbor  basin  2,420  feet  long  and  1,000 
feet  wide;  both  channel  and  basin  to  be  16  feet  deep. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — That  the 
existing  project  for  Dunkirk  Harbor,  N.  Y.,  be  modified  to  provide 
for  (a)  deepening  the  entrance  channel  to  17  feet  in  earth  and  18 
feet  in  rock,  with  a  least  width  of  190  feet  just  inside  the  harbor 
structures  flaring  to  a  width  of  320  feet  about  600  feet  lakeward 
thereof  and  extending  to  deep  water;  and  ( b )  removal  of  the  rock 
shoal  on  the  west  side  of  the  entrance  channel  to  a  depth  of  17  feet, 
with  changes  in  the  limits  of  the  basin  area;  generally  in  accordance 
with  the  plan  as  shown  in  the  report  of  the  district  engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $390,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damages  due  to  the  work  and  subsequent  maintenance,  and 
provide  adequate  facilities  for  the  transfer  of  pulpwood  at  the  city 
dock. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — None  in  addition  to 
that  now  required. 

Benefits. — With  the  construction  of  the  improvement,  proposed 
shipments  of  pulpwood  to  Dunkirk  Harbor  will  be  resumed.  It  is 
estimated  that  with  a  safe  and  adequate  channel  depth  a  saving  in 
transportation  charges  of  $1.10  per  cord  will  be  effected.  On  an 
estimated  annual  movement  of  15,000  cords,  the  total  annual  savings 
will  be  $16,500,  which  will  provide  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  1.1. 

Remarks. — At  the  public  hearing  held  by  the  committee,  a  state¬ 
ment  was  made  that  a  large  steam-electric  generating  plant  is  to  be 
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•constructed  at  the  harbor.  This  plant  contemplates  receiving  its 
coal  by  lake  carriers.  Such  a  movement  will  provide  considerable 
additional  monetary  benefits. 

PILLAR  POINT,  HALFMOON  BAT,  SAN  MATEO  COUNTY,  CALIF. 

Location.- — Pillar  Point  is  a  rocky  promontory  on  the  California 
coast  16  miles  south  of  San  Francisco.  Halfmoon  Bay,  adjoining 
Pillar  Point  on  the  east,  is  a  coastal  indentation  in  the  form  of  a 
•quarter  circle  with  a  radius  of  about  1.5  miles. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — None. 

Plan  of  improvement  recommended. — The  construction  of  two  rubble- 
mound  breakwaters,  each  approximately  4,400  feet  long. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $4,500,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  conditions  that  local  interests 
'establish  a  competent  and  properly  constituted  public  body  empowered 
to  administer  the  harbor  facilities,  and  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will:  (a)  Make  available  to 
the  United  States  the  right  to  obtain,  free  of  royalty  costs,  the  neces¬ 
sary  stone  for  the  initial  construction  and  future  maintenance  of  the 
breakwaters  from  a  source  or  sources  acceptable  to  the  district  engi¬ 
neer,  when  and  as  required;  (6)  provide  without  cost  to  the  United 
States  all  necessary  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  for  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  the  project;  (c)  hold  and  save  the 
United  States  free  from  claims  for  damages  due  to  construction  and 
maintenance  of  the  project;  ( d )  provide  and  maintain  without  cost 
to  the  United  States  necessary  utilities  and  mooring  facilities,  including 
a  public  landing  with  suitable  supply  facilities  open  to  all  on  equal  and 
reasonable  terms;  and  ( e )  contribute  toward  the  first  cost  of  the 
improvement  the  sum  of  $100,000. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States.— $43,800. 

Benefits. — The  principal  benefits  are  those  relative  to  the  fresh  fish 
and  the  sardine  industries,  recreational  activities,  and  change  in  land 
use.  It  is  estimated  that  annual  tangible  benefits  in  the  amount  of 
$457,903  would  result  from  increased  catch  of  fish  and  savings  in 
production  and  transportation  costs,  elimination  of  lost  fishing  time, 
decrease  in  damage  to  fishing  craft  and  in  loss  of  gear,  reduction  in 
marine  insurance  premiums,  availability  of  local  marine  repair 
facilities,  increased  recreational  activities  and  associated  business, 
and  from  change  in  land  use  attributable  to  the  harbor  improvements. 
In  addition,  important  intangible  benefits  would  accrue  from  pre¬ 
vention  of  loss  of  life  and  personal  injury  and  from  increased  health 
and  morale  in  tributary  communities  due  to  improved  recreational 
facilities.  The  ratio  of  evaluated  annual  benefits  to  estimated 
annual  carrying  charges  is  1:83. 

Remarks. — The  bay  and  harbor  are  exposed  to  heavy  swells  from 
the  west  and  south.  The  nearest  protected  harbor  is  in  San  I  rancisco 
Bay,  the  entrance  to  which,  through  Golden  Gate,  is  often  rough  and 
impassable  to  small  boats  during  storms.  Approximately  125  fishing 
boats  use  the  harbor.  The  1944  fish  boat  clearances  from  the  harbor 
totaled  3,090.  The  catch,  including  salmon,  crab,  and  other  fresh- 
market  fish  and  sardines,  shark  and  albacore  to  be  processed,  is 
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either  landed  at  Princeton  or  transferred  to  collecting  boats  for 
delivery  to  wholesale  fish  companies  at  San  Francisco.  Princeton, 
on  the  extreme  northern  end  of  the  bay,  is  the  base  of  the  fishing 
industry. 

NOYO  RIVER  AND  HARBOR,  CALIF. 

(H.  Doc.  586,  80th  Cong.) 

Location. — Noyo  River  flows  west  for  35  miles,  and  empties  into 
the  Pacific  Ocean  through  Noyo  Harbor,  a  cove  135  miles  north  of 
San  Francisco  and  1.5  miles  south  of  the  town  of  Fort  Bragg.  The 
nearest  improved  harbors  are  at  Bodega  Bay,  87  miles  south,  and  at 
Humboldt  Bay,  87  miles  north. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  breakwater  at  the  ocean  entrance  to 
the  harbor  and  for  an  entrance  channel  into  the  river  10  feet  deep  and 
100  feet  wide  and  a  channel  in  the  river  10  feet  deep  and  150  feet  wide 
to  about  mile  0.6.  The  breakwater,  which  was  authorized  in  1945,  has 
not  been  constructed. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — The  Chief  of 
Engineers  modification  to  provide  for  extending  the  channel  10  feet 
deep  and  150  feet  wide  upstream,  a  distance  of  one-half  mile. 

Estimated  first  cost  to  the  United  States. — $190,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Local  interests  are  to  establish  a  competent 
public  body  empowered  to  regulate  the  use  and  development  of  the 
port  facilities,  which  shall  be  open  to  all  on  equal  terms,  and  provided 
such  public  body  (a)  furnishes,  without  cost  to  the  United  States,  all 
lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  construction  of  the 
improvement;  (6)  agrees  to  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damages  resulting  from  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  project; 
(c)  reserves  for  spoil-disposal  areas  all  presently  unused  lands  adjacent 
to  the  lower  1.6  miles  of  the  river  and  lying  below  an  elevation  of  16 
feet  above  mean  lower  low  water;  ( d )  agrees  to  furnish,  free  of  cost  to 
the  United  States,  easements  over  these  areas  for  the  deposit  of  spoil 
from  the  new  work  and  maintenance  dredging  and  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  thereon  of  impounding  levees  and  to  furnish  royalty-free  material 
for  the  construction  of  such  levees,  all  when  and  as  required;  and  (e) 
agrees  to  contribute  to  the  United  States  funds  equal  to  the  Federal 
cost  of  constructing  such  levees  as  and  when  required. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $4,000,  in  addition 
to  the  amount  now  required. 

Benefits. — Average  annual  benefits  consist  of  $12,000  for  reduction 
of  damages  to  boats  and  savings  in  their  earning  values;  $9,500  for 
savings  in  fishing  time  now  lost  due  to  congestion;  $12,600  for  making 
Noyo  River  suitable  as  a  base  for  fishing  operations  by  additional 
boats  which,  under  present  conditions,  make  long  runs  to  market 
fish  at  Eureka,  Calif.;  and  $4,163  for  the  annual  value  of  the  reclaimed 
lands;  total,  $38,263  annually.  The  benefit-cost  ratio  is  2.49. 

Remarks. — The  commerce,  consisting  of  receipts  of  fish,  increased 
from  600  tons  in  1936  to  3,138  tons  in  1945.  Noyo  is  a  commercial 
fishing  and  processing  community  with  a  population  of  about  400. 
Fort  Bragg,  population  3,235,  is  the  principal  business  center  of  the 
region. 
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TILLAMOOK  BAY  AND  BAR,  OREG. 

Location. — Tillamook  Bay  is  a  generally  shallow,  land-locked  bay 
on  the  Oregon  coast  47  miles  south  of  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia 
River.  It  is  6  miles  long  and  3  miles  wide.  The  entrance  at  the 
north  end  of  the  Bay  is  1,300  feet  wide. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945,  and  resolution  adopted  by  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors  September  16,  1946. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  jetty  about  5,700  feet  long  on  the 
north  side  of  the  entrance;  a  channel  18  feet  deep  and  of  such  width 
as  can  be  economically  and  practically  obtained  through  the  bar;  a 
channel  200  by  18  from  deep  water  in  the  bay  to  Miami  Cove,  in¬ 
cluding  a  turning  basin;  a  channel  200  by  16  to  Hobsonville,  with  a 
turning  basin;  and  regulating  works  as  needed. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — It  is  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  project  for  Tillamook  Bay,  Oreg.,  be  modified  to 
provide  also  for  initial  dredging  of  a  small-boat  basin  and  an  approach 
thereto  at  Garibaldi,  Oreg.  to  a  depth  of  12  feet. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $70,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  local  interests  furnish  free  of  cost  to 
the  United  States  all  easements,  rights-of-way,  and  spoil-disposal 
areas  for  initial  construction  and  subsequent  maintenance,  when 
and  as  required,  and  agree  to  (a)  maintain  necessary  depths  in  the 
mooring  basin  proper;  (b)  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  necessary 
mooring  facilities  and  utilities  within  the  basin,  including  a  public 
landing  with  suitable  supply  facilities,  open  to  all  on  equal  terms; 
and  (c)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the 
construction  works. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States.- — $3,000  in  addition 
to  that  now  required. 

Benefits. — A  saving  of  15,000  hours  of  running  time  for  the  fishing 
boats  at  $5  an  hour,  and  200  additional  tons  of  fish  at  $150  a  ton.  It 
is  believed  that  half  the  savings  should  be  credited  to  the  existing 
project,  and  therefore  the  benefits  resulting  from  the  proposed  im¬ 
provement  would  be  $52,500.  The  total  annual  charges  are  estimated 
at  $9,730  giving  the  benefit-cost  ratio  of  5.4. 

Remarks. — The  chief  resources  of  the  area  are  forests,  fisheries, 
recreation  areas,  and  agricultural  lands.  The  principal  products  are 
various  types  of  lumber,  dairy  products,  and  seafoods.  The  district 
engineer  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  moderate  growth  in  the  fishing  in¬ 
dustry  can  be  anticipated  and  the  provision  of  a  small-boat  basin  to 
accomodate  about  100  boats  is  warranted. 

UMPQUA  HARBOR  AND  RIVER  AT  WINCHESTER  BAY,  OREG. 

Location. — Umpqua  River  empties  into  the  Pacific  Ocean  180  miles 
south  of  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia  River.  Winchester  Bay  is  a 
widening  at  the  entrance  of  a  tributary  creek  on  the  south  side  of  the 
river  2  miles  above  its  mouth. 

Report  authorized  fey.— Resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Commerce  on  September  28,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  10  feet  deep  and  100  feet 
!  wide  from  river  channel  to  dock  in  Winchester  Bay  with  mooring  and 
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turning  basin  10  feet  deep,  175  feet  wide,  and  300  feet  long  at  the 
inner  end.  No  work  lias  been  done  on  this  project. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — Modification 
of  the  existing  project  for  Umpqua  River  to  provide  for  a  channel  12' 
feet  deep  and  100  feet  wide  from,  deep  water  in  the  river  to  the  vicinity 
of  the  docks  in  Winchester  Bay  with  a  mooring  and  turning  basin  12 
feet  deep,  175  feet  wide,  and  300  feet  long  at  the  inner  end. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $34,500. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  local  interests  agree  to  (a)  furnish  free 
of  cost  to  the  United  States  all  necessary  lands,  easements  and  rights- 
of-way  including  suitable  spoil-disposal  areas  for  the  new  work  and 
subsequent  maintenance,  when  and  as  required;  (b)  hold  and  save  the 
United  States  free  from  all  damages  resulting  from  the  improvement; 
and  (c)  hi  lieu  of  the  initial  contribution  of  $10,000  required  by  the 
existing  project,  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  suitable  public 
terminal  and  mooring  facilities  with  essential  utilities  and  supply 
services  at  the  basin,  open  to  all  on  equal  terms,  and  at  their  own 
expense  maintain  project  depths  within  the  mooring  and  turning 
basin  after  its  construction  has  been  accomplished. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $500  in  addition 
to  that  now  authorized. 

Benefits. — Annual  benefits  attributable  to  the  proposed  increase  in 
depth  are  evaluated  at  $6,700,  for  savings  in  the  operating  costs  of 
commercial  fishing  vessels.  This  indicates  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  1.7. 

Remarks. — When  the  10-foot  channel  and  basin  were  originally 
recommended  to  Congress  in  1941,  the  cost  of  construction  was  esti¬ 
mated  at  $44,000  of  which  $10,000  was  to  be  contributed  by  local  in¬ 
terests,  and  the  annual  cost  of  maintenance  was  estimated  at  $1,000. 
Due  to  the  general  rise  in  prices  in  recent  years,  and  a  change  in  the 
method  of  doing  maintenance  work,  the  cost  to  the  United  States  of 
doing  this  work  is  now  estimated  at  $53,000,  exclusive  of  the  $10,000 
contribution  by  local  interests,  and  $8,500  annually  for  maintenance. 
He  estimates  the  annual  costs  and  benefits  at  $11,020  and  $13,800, 
respectively,  indicating  economic  justification  for  this  authorized  im¬ 
provement  by  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  1.25  under  recent  price  conditions. 

CHANNEL  AT  CHARLESTON,  SOUTH  SLOUGH,  OREG. 

Location. — South  Slough,  a  tributary  of  Coos  Bay,  is  a  tidal  estuary 
with  the  head  of  navigation  5  miles  above  the  mouth.  Coos  Bay  is 
located  in  southern  Oregon,  200  miles  south  of  the  mouth  of  Columbia 
River  and  445  miles  north  of  San  Francisco  Bay.  The  controlling' 
depth  in  South  Slough  below  Charleston,  1  mile,  is  6  feet. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945. . 

Existing  project. — None. 

Plan  of  improvement  recommended. — The  Chief  of  Engineers  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  existing  project  for  Coos  Bay  be  modified  to  provide 
also  for  a  channel  10  feet  deep  at  mean  low  water  and  150  feet  wide 
from  the  main  channel  in  Coos  Bay  to  a  point  2,000  feet  north  of  the 
highway  bridge  at  Charleston,  a  distance  of  3,400  feet;  a  mooring 
basin  10  feet  deep  at  mean  low  water,  500  feet  wide  and  900  feet  long; 
and  a  breakwater  2,100  feet  long  extending  channelward  from  the 
west  shore  in  the  vicinity  of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  station. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  Construction. — $349,300. 
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Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  responsible  local  agencies  give 
assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will 
(a)  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements, 
rights-of-way,  and  spoil-disposal  areas  for  the  construction  and  sub¬ 
sequent  maintenance  of  the  project,  when  and  as  required;  (b)  hold 
and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damage  due  to  the  construction 
and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the  project;  (c)  construct,  maintain, 
and  operate  adequate  mooring  facilities  within  the  basin,  and  a  public 
landing  with  suitable  utility  and  supply  facilities,  open  to  all  on  equal 
and  equitable  terms;  (d)  maintain  project  depths  within  the  mooring 
basin  and  maintain  the  bulkhead  after  completion;  (e)  hold  a  strip  of 
land  not  less  than  100  feet  wide  adjacent  to  the  landward  of  the 
bulkhead  along  the  northerly,  easterly  and  southerly  side  of  the  filled 
area,  as  a  free,  public  roadway  or  landing;  and  (f)  make  a  cash  contri¬ 
bution  toward  the  cost  of  the  improvement  equal  to  one-half  of  the 
cost  of  construction  of-  the  proposed  bulkhead  but  not  to  exceed 
$40,800. 

Annual  cost  oj  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $4,500. 

Benefits. — The  average  annual  benefits  from  the  proposed  improve¬ 
ment,  as  estimated  by  the  district  engineer,  are  $35,440,  comprising 
(a)  $6,500  from  elimination  of  damage  to  vessels  from  grounding  on 
shoals  and  of  storm  damage  now  suffered  by  mooring  facilities  and 
vessels  while  moored  in  the  harbor;  (b)  $1,440  from  elimination  of 
travel  to  safe  moorage;  (c)  $22,500  from  gain  in  effective  fishing  time; 
and  (d)  $5,000  from  indirect  benefits.  The  resulting  benefit-cost 
ratio  is  1:3. 

Remarks. — The  harbor  at  Charleston  is  exposed  to  waves  created 
by  northwest  winds,  and  to  swells  produced  by  outside  storms. 
The  nearest  protected  moorage  for  the  Charleston  fishing  fleet  is  at 
North  Bend  on  Coos  Bay,  about  12  miles  up  the  bay.  Due  to  its 
proximity  to  the  important  fishing  grounds,  Charleston  is  the  base 
for  a  fishing  fleet  of  60  oceangoing  craft  with  drafts  up  to  9  feet  and 
about  100  other  craft  which  use  the  harbor  during  the  fishing  season. 
It  is  reported  that  an  average  of  3,300  tons  annually  offish  and  crabs 
were  landed  at  Charleston  during  the  6-year  period  1940  to  1945, 
inclusive. 

COOS  AND  MILLICOMA  RIVERS,  OREG. 

(S.  Doc.  124,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Coos  River  is  formed  by  the  junction  of  its  South  Fork 
and  Millicoma  River,  flows  west  and  north  5.3  miles  and  empties  into 
Coos  Bay,  an  arm  of  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Near  its  mouth  the  river  has 
two  channels,  separated  by  an  island.  The  old  channel  east  of  the 
island,  which  formerly  carried  all  the  commerce,  has  deteriorated  in 
depth  since  formation  a  few  years  ago  of  a  natural  cut-off  channel  west 
of  the  island.  Until  recently  this  cut-off  had  sufficient  depths  for 
navigation.  However,  widening  of  the  channel  by  erosion  has  been 
accompanied  by  formation  of  a  shoal  about  2,000  feet  along  with  con¬ 
trolling  depth  of  2  feet  just  within  the  mouth.  Elsewhere  controlling 
depths  in  the  cut-off,  which  is  now  the  principal  channel  for  navigation, 
exceed  5  feet.  From  the  river  mouth  to  the  improved  deep  ship 
channel  in  the  bay  the  controlling  depth  is  5.5  feet.  Tidal  range  at 
mouth  of  Coos  River,  5.6  feet.  Tides  extend  up  Millicoma  River  to 
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Allegany,  13.8  miles;  and  up  South  Fork  to  just  above  Dellwood,  14.7 
miles,  above  the  mouth  of  Coos  River. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Commerce  adopted  September  24,  1945. 

Recommended  plan  of  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing 
project  for  Coos  River,  Oreg.,  to  provide  for  channels  5  feet  deep  and 
50  feet  wide  from  the  mouth  of  Coos  River  to  Allegany  on  Millicoma 
River,  mile  13.8,  and  to  Dellwood  on  South  Fork,  mile  14,  and  thence 
a  channel  3  feet  deep  and  50  feet  wide  to  mile  14.7  on  South  Fork, 
including  stabilization  works  on  Coos  River. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $310,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  local  interests  furnish,  free  of  cost 
to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-ways,  and  spoil- 
disposal  areas  necessary  for  construction  and  future  maintenance  of 
the  work,  when  and  as  required;  construct,  maintain,  and  operate 
adequate  terminal  facilities  open  to  all  on  eqfial  terms;  and  hold  and 
save  the  United  States  free  from  any  damages  resulting  from  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  the  improvements. 

Annual  cost  o-f  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $19,000,  in  addition 
to  the  amount  now  required. 

Benefits. — Aside  from  milk  and  mail-boat  traffic,  the  district  engineer 
estimates  the  prospective  annual  commerce  at  768,750  tons  of  rafted 
logs,  27,750  tons  of  crushed  stone  and  10,000  tons  of  general  freight,  a 
total  of  806,500  tons,  the  movement  of  which  is  estimated  to  cost 
$80,200  less  annually  than  the  cost  for  movement  on  the  existing 
channels.  The  benefit-cost  ratio  is  2.24. 

Remarks. — The  principal  resource  of  the  basin  is  its  stand  of  timber 
estimated  at  over  7,000,000,000  board-feet.  Limited  dairy  farming  in 
the  lower  basin  is  the  principal  agricultural  activity.  The  basin  above 
Coos  Bay  has  no  common-carrier  railways. 

SKIPANON  RIVER  CHANNEL,  WARRENTON,  OREG. 

(S.  Doc.  93,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Skipanon  River  rises  in  Cullaby  Lake  in  the  northwestern 
part  of  Clatsop  County,  Oreg.,  flows  north  8  miles  and  enters  the 
Columbia  River  at  Warrenton,  10  miles  above  the  mouth  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  about  5  miles  downstream  from  Astoria. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Commerce,  October  2,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  30  feet  and  generally  200 
feet  wide  to  the  railroad  bridge  at  Warrenton,  1.8  miles,  with  a  turning 
basin  at  Warrenton;  thence  6  by  40  feet  with  increased  widths  at  log 
dumps  and  terminals  for  a  distance  of  4,500  feet  above  the  railroad 
bridge. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — The  dredging 
of  a  mooring  basin  12  feet  deep,  and  of  triangular  form,  at  Warrenton. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $114,500. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  conditions  that  before  construc¬ 
tion  is  initiated,  responsible  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a)  provide,  without  cost  to 
the  Lhiited  States,  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for 
the  construction  of  the  project  and  the  subsequent  maintenance  there¬ 
of;  (b)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the 
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construction  works;  (c)  maintain  project  depth  in  the  basin  after 
completion;  and  (d)  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  the  necessary 
mooring  facilities  and  utilities  within  the  basin,  including  a  public 
landing  with  suitable  supply  facilities,  all  of  which  shall  be  open  to  all 
on  equal  and  equitable  terms. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — No  additional  cost 
over  that  now  authorized — $20,000. 

Benefits. — The  district  engineer  finds  that  Warrenton  is  a  potential 
base  for  a  fleet  of  fishing  boats  operating  in  the  lower  Columbia  and 
along  the  nearby  Pacific  coast,  and  that  existing  facilities  in  the  harbor 
are  entirely  inadequate  to  provide  safe  moorage  for  the  numerous 
locally  based  boats.  He  estimates  that  280  fishing  and  recreational 
craft  operating  in  the  vicinity  would  make  13,000  trips  annually  to 
Warrenton  Harbor  if  suitable  accomodations  were  available.  The 
proposed  improvement  would  provide  adequate,  well-protected,  fresh¬ 
water  moorage  for  250  small  craft  at  a  total  estimated  annual  cost  of 
$7,330.  The  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and  Harbors  estimates 
annual  benefits  at  $15,000  for  increased  catch  of  fish,  $5,000  elimina¬ 
tion  of  damage  to  vessels,  and  $3,000  intangible  benefits.  The  evalu¬ 
ated  benefits  total  $23,000  which  provides  a  benefit  cost  ratio  of  3.1. 

Remarks. — In  connection  with  a  previous  investigation  to  provide 
a  harbor  for  1,000  light-draft  vessels  at  Astoria,  6  miles  distant,  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  estimated  that  over  3,000 
fishing  and  recreational  craft  utilize  the  lower  Columbia  and  adjacent 
waters. 

SMITH  RIVER,  OREG. 

(S.  Doc.  94,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Smith  River,  in  Douglas  Countjq  Oreg.,  rises  in  the 
Coast  Range,  flows  47  miles  westerly  to  the  head  of  tidewater;  thence 
continues  westerly  and  southwesterly  for  23  miles  to  Reedsport  where 
it  joins  the  Umpqua  River,  11  miles  from  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

Report  authorized  by.  — Resolution  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Com¬ 
merce,  adopted  October  16,  1944. 

Existing  project. — None. 

Recommended  plan  of  improvement . — Provision  of  a  channel  6  feet 
deep  and  100  feet  wide  from  the  mouth  of  the  river  to  the  mouth  of 
North  Fork  (15.8  miles);  thence  4  feet  deep  and  75  feet  wide  to  Sul¬ 
phur  Springs  Landing  (5  miles),  with  a  passing  place  125  feet  wide 
and  800  feet  long  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mouth  of  North  Fork. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction.— % 96,100. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  local  interests  agree  to  (a)  furnish 
without  cost  to  the  United  States,  all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way, 
and  spoil-disposal  areas  for  the  new  work  and  subsequent  maintenance, 
when  and  as  required;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damages  due  to  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  improvement; 
and  (c)  construct  and  maintain  terminal  facilities  as  may  be  necessary 
to  meet  the  needs  of  commerce,  open  to  all  on  equal  terms. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $11,500. 

Benefits.—' The  proposed  plan  of  improvement  will  provide  better 
access  to  timberlands  in  public  and  private  ownership,  lower  trans¬ 
portation  costs  on  a  variety  of  commodities,  and  reduce  spoilage  of 
perishable  products.  Annual  charges,  including  $11,500  for  mainte¬ 
nance,  wyould  be  $16,330.  The  recommended  improvement  will  result 
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in  average  annual  savings  totaling  $21,300  on  393,825  tons  of  com¬ 
merce.  The  ratio  of  costs  to  benefits  is  1.3. 

Remarks.  — Second-growth  timber  estimated  at  7.5  billion  board  feet, 
partially  in  the  national  forests  and  on  State  lands,  is  the  principal 
resource  of  the  basin.  Little  of  the  land  is  suitable  for  agriculture. 
However,  dairy  farmers  along  the  lower  section  of  the  stream  produce 
a  reported  3,600  tons  of  milk  yearly.  Records  of  commerce  for  the 
year  1942  to  1945,  inclusive,  show  an  annual  average  of  44,000  tons 
of  freight  and  1,300  passengers. 

GRAYS  HARBOR  AND  CHEHALIS  RIVER,  WASH. 

Location. — Grays  Harbor  is  a  large  pear-shaped  estuary  on  the 
coast  of  Washington,  45  miles  north  of  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia 
River.  From  the  Chehalis  River  at  Aberdeen  it  extends  westerly 
15  miles  to  the  coast  line  where  it  is  separated  from  the  ocean  by  two 
narrow  sandy  peninsulas.  The  harbor  entrance  is  about  9,000  feet 
wide. 

Report  authorized  by. — Provisions  in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
approved  March  2,  1945,  and  resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers 
and  Harbors  adopted  April  24,  1945. 

Existing  project. — Entrance  channel  across  the  bar  600  feet  wide 
and  30  feet  deep  at  mean  lower  low  water;  a  north  jetty  16,000  feet 
long;  a  south  jetty  13,734  feet  long;  maintenance  of  a  channel  30 
feet  deep  and  350  feet  wide  from  deep  water  in  the  harbor  to  the  Grays 
Harbor  Commission  terminal  at  Hoquiam  and  Aberdeen,  13%  miles; 
thence  26  feet  deep  and  200  to  350  feet  wide  to  the  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  bridge  at  Aberdeen,  2/  miles;  thence  18  feet  deep  and  200 
feet  wide  to  Cosmopolis,  3  miles;  and  for  a  channel  16  feet  deep  and 
150  feet  wide  from  Cosmopolis  to  Montesano,  10%  miles.  Tidal 
range,  6.9  at  the  entrance  to  7.8  feet  at  Aberdeen.  Channel  between 
Cosmopolis  and  Montesano  is  not  completed. 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — To  provide 
for  a  channel  14  feet  deep  and  100  feet  wide  in  South  Bay  to  Bay 
City,  and  for  a  rubblemount  breakwater  1,000  feet  long  at  Westhaven 
Cove  and  a  rock-fill  levee  about  7,500  feet  long  extending  from  the 
shore  end  of  the  south  jetty  northeast  along  the  beach  at  Point 
Chehalis. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $25,700  for 
the  channel  to  Bay  City,  and  $3,580,000  for  the  breakwater  and  levee. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  local  interests  furnish  assurances 
satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  furnish  lands 
and  rights-of-way  required"  for  construction  and  suitable  spoil  dis¬ 
posal  areas  for  initial  dredging  and  subsequent  maintenance,  when 
and  as  required;  maintain  depths  at  the  Bay  City  wharf  commen¬ 
surate  with  those  of  the  channel;  lend  to  the  United  States  the  Port 
of  Grays  Harbor  dredge  for  dredging  the  Bay  City  and  Westhaven 
channels  without  charge  other  than  reimbursement  for  the  operating 
cost  of  the  dredge  on  a  basis  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers; 
hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  construc¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  of  the  improvements;  enlarge  and  maintain 
the  Westhaven  base  by  dredging;  and  construct,  in  accordance  with 
plans  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  maintain,  and  operate 
adequate  mooring  facilities  within  the  basin,  utilities,  and  a  public 


AUTHORIZE  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  37 

landing  with  suitable  service  and  supply  facilities,  open  to  all  on  equal 
terms. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance. — $1,000  on  the  channel  to  Bay  City, 
and  $102,700  on  the  breakwater,  levee,  and  approach  channel  to  the 
Westhaven  small-boat  base,  in  addition  to  that  now  authorized. 

Benefits. — Improving  the  channel  to  Bay  City  would  eliminate  the 
need  for  a  pilot  boat,  the  time  lost  awaiting  the  pilot  boat,  and  the 
time  lost  by  occasional  groundings.  Annual  charges  are  $2,000;  value 
of  benefits,  $2,650;  benefit-cost  ratio,  1.33. 

Maintenance  of  the  levee,  breakwater,  and  entrance  channel  to 
Westhaven  Cove  is  estimated  at  $102,700  per  year.  The  total  annual 
charges  are  estimated  at  $291,000  and  benefits  are  estimated  as 
$372,500,  which  includes  elimination  of  damages  to  boats  and  moorage, 
eliminating  extra  operating  costs  to  the  fishing  fleet,  increased  fishing 
income,  eliminating  property  damage,  elimination  of  expenditures  on 
the  existing  jetty,  and  indirect  benefits.  The  benefit-cost  ratio  is  1.28. 

The  estimates  for  cost  of  new  work  and  the  estimates  of  annual 
benefits  are  based  on  1947  price  level  as  computed  by  the  division 
engineer  and  concurred  in  by  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and 
Harbors. 

Remarks. — The  tributary  area  has  a  population  of  54,000.  Aber¬ 
deen  with  19,500,  Hoquiam  with  11,500,  and  Cosmopolis  with  1,300 
are  located  near,  the  mouth  of  the  Chehalis  River  at  the  eastern  end 
of  the  harbor  and  form  a  metropolitan  area  which  is  the  center  of 
activity.  Lumbering  and  fishing  are  the  principal  industries  of  the 
area.  Plywood,  veneers,  pulp,  paper,  shingles,  and  furniture  are  man¬ 
ufactured.  Fish-processing  plants  are  located  at  Hoquiam  and  Aber¬ 
deen,  at  Bay  City  and  Ocosta  on  the  south  shore,  and  at  Westhaven 
on  the  south  peninsula.  Commerce  of  the  harbor  averages  about 
2,500,000  tons  per  year  and  consists  principally  of  logs,  lumber, 
shingles,  pulp,  paper,  and  miscellaneous  wood  products.  Several 
thousand  tons  of  fish  and  crabs  are  delivered  per  year  to  the  processing 
plants  at  Westhaven,  Bay  City,  Hoquiam,  and  Aberdeen. 

REMOVAL  OF  DRIFT  FROM  BALTIMORE  HARBOR,  MD. 

Location  and  description. — Baltimore  Harbor,  Md.,  one  of  the 
country’s  leading  ports,  is  situated  at  the  head  of  the  navigable 
portion  of  Patapsco  River  which  flows  into  the  upper  end  of  Ches¬ 
apeake  Bay.  Comprising  the  navigable  portions  of  that  river  and 
its  tributaries,  the  harbor  covers  approximately  24  square  miles  of 
tidal  waterway  and  contains  some  27  miles  of  developed  water  front, 
measured  along  the  established  bulkhead  line. 

Commerce. — Commercial  vessel  traffic  has  varied  from  21,800,000 
tons  in  1936  to  32,200,000  tons  in  1946.  Passenger  traffic  has  ranged 
from  561,000  in  1936  to  611,000  in  1946,  with  a  high  of  2,648,000  in 
1943.  About  350  small  craft  operate  in  the  harbor,  in  addition  to  a 
substantial  number  of  transient  fishing  and  oystering  boats  from 
various  Chesapeake  Bay  ports.  In  1946  Baltimore  ranked  second 
to  New  York  in  volume  of  foreign  commerce. 

Hazard  caused  by  drift. — A  decided  hazard  to  small-boat  operation 
involving  both  property  and  life  is  created  by  considerable  collections 
of  floating  drift.  The  drift  is  washed  down  from  tributary  waters, 
from  large  storm  drain  outfalls  after  heavy  rains,  and  discharged  from 


38  AUTHORIZE  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

vessels,  piers,  and  shore  establishments.  The  current  in  the  harbor 
has  little  strength  owing  to  the  low  range  of  tide,  the  mean  range 
being  about  1  foot.  As  a  consequence  the  drift  is  often  trapped 
behind  piers  in  the  harbor  and  cannot  be  dispersed  freely  into  the 
open  waters  of  Chesapeake  Bay  and  thus  find  its  way  to  the  ocean. 
Trapped  drift  floats  back  and  forth  in  the  harbor  and  eventually 
becomes  saturated  with  waste  oil,  creating  the  additional  hazard  of 
fire. 

Damages  caused  by  drift. — In  addition  to  the  fire  hazard  created, 
the  drift  causes  a  considerable  annual  monetary  damage  to  vessels 
of  all  sizes.  Loss  of  vessel  time  results  due  to  lay-up  for  repairs. 

Existing  project.-— There  is  no  existing  Federal  project  for  collection 
and  removal  of  drift  from  Baltimore  Harbor.  Federal  participation 
in  such  work  is  now  required  to  meet  the  increasing  need  for  protection 
against  damage  from  drift  by  prosecution  of  a  regular  program  for  its 
collection  and  removal  as  now  carried  out  in  New  York  Harbor. 

Estimated  cost. — In  order  to  remove  completely  and  keep  drift  from 
the  harbor  with  floating  plant  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  the  cost 
would  be  $60,000  for  the  first  year  and  $34,000  annually  thereafter. 

Recommendation. — Federal  participation  in  the  collection  and 
removal  of  drift  from  Baltimore  Harbor  is  warranted  in  view  of  the 
substantial  benefits  that  would  accrue  to  navigation. 

MODIFICATION  OF  NECHES-ANGELINA  PROJECT 

The  Neches  River,  Tex.,  discharges  into  Sabine  Lake  near  the 
Texas-Louisiana  State  line.  The  Angelina  River  is  its  principal 
tributary.  The  Neches  River  drains  an  area  of  over  10,000  square 
miles.  During  certain  seasons  of  the  year  the  demand  for  an  ade¬ 
quate  water  supply  for  domestic,  industrial,  and  rice  irrigation  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  supply. 

The  existing  project  for  the  Neches  and  Angelina  Rivers,  adopted 
in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  provides 
among  other  improvements  for  the  construction  of  dam  B  on  the 
Neches  River.  Local  interests  are  required  to  contribute  $5,000,000 
toward  the  construction  of  the  project  in  consideration  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  low  water  flow  to  be  made  available  in  the  natural  channel  of 
the  lower  Neches  River  for  municipal,  industrial,  and  irrigation  use 
at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Beaumont  and  Port  Arthur,  Tex.  Dam  B 
has  for  its  chief  purpose  the  regulation  of  fluctuating  discharges  from 
upstream  power  plants  so  as  to  give  a  uniform  daily  flow  on  the  lower 
river,  with  power  development  as  a  secondary  use.  During  dry 
years  the  Neches  River  is  subject  to  salt-water  intrusion.  To  avoid 
such  contamination  and  other  possible  sources  of  pollution  local 
interests  desire  the  authority  to  withdraw  a  supply  of  the  relatively 
pure  water  from  above  dam  B. 

Section  103  of  the  bill  is  a  modification  of  the  original  project,  which 
provides  that  the  local  agency,  which  gives  assurances  that  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute  toward  the  first  cost 
of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000,  shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw 
from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not  to  exceed  2,000  cubic  feet  of  water  per 
second  for  its  own  use. 

In  the  consideration  of  this  section  of  the  bill  at  the  hearing  held  by 
the  subcommittee  the  Corps  of  Engineers  advised  that  there  was  no 
objection  to  proposed  modification. 


AUTHORIZE  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  39 

Preliminary  Examinations  and  Surveys  (Sec.  104) 

The  committee  gave  careful  consideration  to  all  preliminary  exam¬ 
ination  and  survey  items  included  in  section  104  and  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  reported  favorably  in  each  instance.  (See  table  for  list.) 

Title  II — Flood  Control 

Projects  and  surveys  in  title  II,  with  estimated  costs  and  numbers 
of  House  and  Senate  documents  relating  thereto: 


Items  (sec.  208) 


Document 
No.  (80th 
Cong.)  i 

Estimated 
cost 2 

Arkansas  River  Basin,  at  Carthage  and  Monett,  Mo _  .  _ 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to  certain  highway  bridges  across  the  Arkansas 
River. 

H.  445 _ 

$740, 000 
200,  000 

100,  000 
1,  520,  000 
1, 680,  000 
1,  015,  000 
500,  000 
565,  000 
165,  000 
1,  010,  000 
330,  000 
4,  960,  000 
2, 390, 000 
7,  700,  000 

H.  112 _ 

H.  245 _ 

H.  599 _ 

H.  301 _ 

S.  125 _ 

S.  46 _ 

H.  206 _ 

H.  628 _ 

H.  554 

H.  443 _ 

H.  274 _ 

H.  627 _ 

22, 875, 000 

1  H  indicates  House  document;  S  indicates  Senate  document. 

2  December  1947  price  levels  apply  to  all  cost  figures  appearing  in  this  table  and  title  II  of  this  bill. 


Survey  items  (sec.  204) 

Rahway  River  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey. 

Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North  Carolina. 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  N.  C. 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  St.  Johns  River,  Fla. 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  soil-conservation  district,  the 
Trinity  Bay  soil-conservation  district,  the  Coastal  Plains  soil-conservation 
district,  and  the  Matagorda  County  soil-conservation  district,  Texas. 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Tex.,  with  a  view  to  providing  for  its 
protection  against  storms  and  erosions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instru¬ 
mentalities  and  aids  to  commerce  located  there. 

Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the  surrounding  area  of  Seneca, 
Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Counties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods 
caused  by  excess  underground  and  surface  waters. 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determining  the  advisability  of  im¬ 
provements  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power, 
and  related  water  uses. 

Flood  control  throughout  the  United  States  has  progressed  in  gen¬ 
eral  at  a  satisfactory  rate  since  establishment  of  the  first  national 
flood  control  policy  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936.  Although 
presently  authorized  projects  are  well  dispersed  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  there  are  many  areas  where  flood  problems  are  acute  and  which 
are  not  within  the  areas  intended  to  be  protected  by  authorized 
projects.  Some  of  these  areas,  for  which  projects  have  been  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  are  considered  to  warrant  im¬ 
mediate  attention,  either  because  of  the  high  rate  of  return  on  the 
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Federal  investment  or  because  of  the  serious  menace  to  life  and 
community  welfare  which  now  exists. 

The  Public  Works  Committee  of  the  House  feels  that  there  is  need 
for  the  authorization  of  these  flood-control  projects  in  this  bill  so  that 
prompt  action  may  be  taken  to  alleviate  the  flood  menace  in  these 
localities.  The  committee  feels  that  a  large  omnibus  bill  to  include 
additional  monetary  authorization  for  the  prosecution  of  comprehen¬ 
sive  river-basin  plans  and  to  include  large  new  projects  can  safely  be 
let  pass  over  until  the  next  session  of  the  Congress,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  existing  monetary  authorization  for  the  river-basin  plans  is 
considered  sufficient  to  permit  continuing  appropriations  for  the  pros¬ 
ecution  of  these  plans  until  next  year.  For  these  reasons  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  been  careful  in  its  selection  of  these  few  outstanding  proj¬ 
ects  for  flood  control  and  related  purposes,  the  authorization  of  which 
it  considers  to  be  urgent. 

These  projects  have  all  been  reported  upon  by  the  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  accordance  with  instructions  from  the  Congress.  In  con¬ 
formance  with  existing  law,  local  interests  have  been  afforded  the  op¬ 
portunity  of  expressing  fully  their  views  on  the  recommendations 
made  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  for  the  projects  included  in  this  bill, 
and  there  has  been  local  approval  of  each.  The  committee  has  heard 
of  no  opposition  to  any  of  these  projects.  The  Board  of  Engineers 
for  Rivers  and  Harbors  has,  in  accordance  with  existing  law,  re¬ 
viewed  the  reports  of  the  district  and  division  engineers  of  the  Corps 
of  Engineers,  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  has  prepared  a  report  on 
each  project  after  careful  study  of  the  views  of  the  reporting  officers. 
The  reports  have  been  furnished  to  the  governors  of  the  affected 
States,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  where  applicable,  and  to  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  for  its  views  on  the  relation  of  the  recommended 
projects  to  the  program  of  the  President.  The  affected  States  have 
approved  the  projects. 

General  Provisions 

Sections  201  and  202  are  general  provisions  common  to  previous 
flood-control  acts. 

r 

Flood-Control  Projects 

Comprehensive  summaries  of  flood-control  projects  in  section  203 
follow: 

ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN  AT  CARTHAGE  AND  MONETT,  MO. 

(H.  Doc.  445,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Carthage,  the  county  seat  of  Jasper  County,  Mo.,  is 
located  on  Spring  River  at  river  mile  68.  Spring  River  is  a  tributary 
of  the  Grand  (Neosho)  River  at  the  upper  end  of  Pensacola  Reservoir 
in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin.  The  town  of  Monett  is  located  in 
Lawrence  and  Barry  Counties,  Mo.,  at  the  confluence  of  Kelly  and 
Clear  Creeks  in  the  Spring  River  Basin. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control,  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  October  8,  1945. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  flood  protection 
at  Carthage  or  Monett,  Mo. 
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Kelly  Creek  floodway,  located  at  Monett,  Mo.,  was  constructed 
with  Civil  Works  Administration  and  Work  Projects  Administration 
funds  and  individual  contributions  by  local  interests.  Capacity  of  the 
floodway  is  estimated  at  2,500  cubic  feet  per  second. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement.- — The  construction  of  a  levee 
about  1  mile  long  with  appurtenant  works  for  the  protection  of  the 
town  of  Carthage.  The  construction  of  a  channel  for  the  diversion 
of  the  flow  of  Kelly  Creek  from  the  business  section  of  Monett.  The 
improvement  would  include  1.8  miles  of  leveed  floodway,  1.6  miles  of 
unleveed  floodway,  and  0.8  mile  of  excavated  channel  across  the  divide. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction.- — $740,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests  (a)  furnish  without  cost  to  the 
United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for 
construction  of  the  project;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free 
from  damages  due  to  the  construction  works;  (c)  maintain  and  operate 
all  of  the  works  after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army;  and  (d)  furnish  acceptable 
assurances  that  the  flood-carrying  capacity  of  the  existing  stream 
channels  and  of  the  proposed  improvement  at  Monett  will  not  be 
encroached  upon. 

Annual  cost  of  Maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Annual  benefits  estimated  at  $14,200  and  $36,000  at 
Carthage  and  Monett,  respectively  would  accrue  to  the  proposed 
improvements.  Benefits  would  result  from  prevention  of  flood 
damages  and  enhancement  of  property  values.  Large  intangible 
benefits  would  also  result  from  removal  of  the  flood  hazard. 

Approaches  to  Certain  Bridges  on  Arkansas  River 

The  modification  of  existing  projects  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Arkansas  River,  which  were  authorized  by  section  10  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  approved  December  22,  1944,  is  intended  to  reestablish 
the  general  distribution  of  Federal  and  local  participation  in  the  first 
cost  of  alterations  to  highway  bridges  and  approaches  at  Morrilton 
and  at  Van  Buren-Fort  Smith,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  No. 
447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  second  session.  This  modification  has 
become  desirable  because  of  the  occurrence  of  floods,  subsequent  to 
the  report  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  No.  447, 
which  changed  the  channel  conditions  in  this  area  and  required  a 
redesign  of  the  affected  structures. 

ROCK  RIVER,  WIS.  AND  ILL.,  AT  SOUTH  BELOIT,  ILL. 

(H.  Doc.  No.  112,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Rock  River,  with  a  drainage  area  of  10,850  square  miles, 
rises  in  southeastern  Wisconsin  and  flows  318  miles  generally  south¬ 
west  to  enter  the  Mississippi  River  just  below  Rock  Island,  Ill.,  479 
miles  above  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio  River.  Pecatonica  River,  the 
principal  tributary,  enters  from  the  west  and  Turtle  Creek  enters  from 
the  northeast  at  South  Beloit,  Ill.  The  population  of  the  basin  in 
1940  was  about  792,000,  with  62  percent  urban.  The  principal  activ¬ 
ities  are  agriculture,  the  processing  of  agricultural  products,  and 
dairying. 
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Report  authorized  by. — Resolutions  of  the  Commerce  Committee  of 
the  United  States  Senate  adopted  March  5,  1938,  and  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  April  13, 
1938.  The  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  28,  1938,  also  contained 
an  item  authorizing  a  preliminary  examination  and  survey  of  Rock 
River,  Ill. 

Existing  project. — Under  the  provisions  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
1936,  H.  R.  8455,  the  following  flood-control  projects,  located  in  the 
Rock  River  Basin,  were  authorized:  Freeport  on  Pecatonica  River, 
Ill.;  Penny  Slough,  Rock  River,  Ill.;  and  Janesville  and  Indian  Ford, 
Wis. 

Various  drainage  districts  and  other  local  interests  have  sponsored 
a  number  of  projects  for  drainage  of  swamplands,  channel  rectifica¬ 
tion,  and  the  construction  of  levees. 

Plan  oj  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  the  protection  of 
the  city  of  South  Beloit  by  means  of  a  levee  along  Rock  River  above 
Turtle  Creek,  and  a  system  of  levees  and  river  walls  along  both  banks 
of  Turtle  Creek,  extending  from  high  ground  in  the  vicinity  of  Grand 
Avenue  to  the  mouth  of  Turtle  Creek. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $100,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  local  interests  bear  the  costs  of  all 
head  walls,  gates,  and  road  and  bridge  alterations,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
dition  that  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a)  provide  without  cost  to  the  United 
States  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  project;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damages  due  to  the  construction  works ;  and  (c)  maintain  and  operate 
all  the  works  after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  Local  interests  will  also  be 
required  to  furnish  suitable  guarantees  that  encroachments  will  be 
prevented  in  the  flood  plains  of  Pecatonica  River  and  of  Turtle  Creek 
within  the  limits  of  the  project. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — The  average  annual  benefits  expected  to  accrue  from 
construction  of  the  flood-protection  works  are  measured  by  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  direct  and  indirect  flood  losses  on  the  lands  protected.  On 
this  basis  it  is  estimated  that  average  annual  benefits  will  be  at  least 
$20,600,  and,  when  compared  with  the  average  annual  charges  of 
$4,675,  indicates  a  favorable  cost-to-benefit  ratio  of  4.4. 

Remarks.  The  committee  notes  that  the  plan  of  improvement  as 
proposed  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  would  provide  protection  to  the 
previously  flooded  areas  of  South  Beloit  against  flood  stages  having  a 
probable  frequency  of  once  in  100  years  and  accordingly  recommends 
adoption  of  this  project. 

HENDERSON  RIVER,  ILL.  ' 

(H.  Doc.  245,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Henderson  River  rises  north  of  Galesburg  in  northwest¬ 
ern  Illinois  and  flows  in  a  generally  northwestward  direction  to  its 
confluence  with  the  Mississippi  River  about  6  miles  above  Burlington, 
Iowa.  Henderson  River  flows  in  a  course  roughly  parallel  to  the 
Mississippi  River  and  from  1%  to  3%  miles  east  of  the  Mississippi  for 
about  21  miles  above  their  junction. 
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Report  authorized  by. — Section  6  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 

June  28,  1938.  .  .  .  ,  .  ■, 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  existing  Federal  project  which  specii- 
ically  provides  for  improvement  of  Flenderson  River  for  flood  control 
or  navigation.  Under  a  general  project  for  the  Mississippi  River  and 
tributaries,  the  United  States  in  1924  and  1930  expended  $185,100  plus 
$92  000  contributed  by  local  interests  to  enlarge  levees  at  three  drain¬ 
age’ districts  near  the  mouth  of  Henderson  River.  Local  interests 
have  constructed  short  and  uncoordinated  levees  and  channel  im¬ 
provements  on  the  upper  Henderson  River  and  its  tributary,  Cedar 
Creek,  which  afford  partial  protection  against  floods. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement.— {a)  Provides  for  diverting  the 
excess  water  of  Henderson  River  at  mile  21.2  to  the  Mississippi  River, 
(6)  the  construction  of  a  levee  13,500  feet  long  along  the  north  bank  of 
Henderson  River  between  mile  21.9  and  24.8;  and  (c)  improvement  of 
the  lower  13.7  miles  of  Cedar  Creek  by  means  of  levees  and  channel 

rectification.  .  nn 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction.  $1,520,001).  _ 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvements  are  recommended  subject  to 
the  provision  that  in  each  case  responsible  local  agencies  give  assur¬ 
ances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a)  pro- 
vide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and  lights- 
of-way  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  work  including  construc¬ 
tion  at  their  own  expense  or  contributing  to  the  cost  of  construction,  of 
all  highway  and  farm  bridges,  fords,  and  road  relocations;  (6)  hold  and 
save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the  construction  work; 
and  (c)  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion  m  ac¬ 
cordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  oj  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits.—1 The  monetary  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  improve¬ 
ment  consist  principally  of  prevention  of  flood  damage  and  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  $161,000. 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  IN  THE  VICINITY  OF  AITKIN,  MINN. 

(H.  Doc.  599,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location.- — The  town  of  Aitkin,  county  seat  of  Aitkin  County,  Minn., 
is  located  on  the  Mississippi  River  in  central  Minnesota  The  project 
considered  lies  between  river  mile  1,040.4  and  1,064  on  the  Mississippi 
River. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Commeice 
of  the  United  States  Senate  adopted  August  8,  1944. 

Existing  project.- — Six  reservoirs  are  located  m  the  headwaters  ol 
Mississippi  River  and  are  maintained  and  operated  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  primarily  in  the  interest  of  navigation.  Ihe  btate 
of  Minnesota  constructed  with  Federal  aid  from  various  4  edeiai  un¬ 
employment-relief  agencies  a  large  number  of  water-conservation 
projects  in  the  Mississippi  River  Basin  above  Aitkin  consisting 
chiefly  of  lake-outlet-control  structures.  ,.  , 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement—  Provides  for  construction  oi  a 
diversion  channel  from  mile  1,064  on  Mississippi  River  above  Aitkin, 
Minn.,  due  west  about  6  miles  to  Pine  Knoll  at  mile  1,040.  wi  1 
necessary  side  inlet  and  erosion-control  appurtenances. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction— %  1,680,009. 
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Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  condition  that  local  interests  give  assurances  that  they  will: 

(а)  Provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements, 
and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  project, 

(б)  bear  the  expense  of  all  necessary  construction  or  alterations  of 
utilities,  roads,  highways,  and  bridges;  (c)  hold  and  save  the  United 
States  free  from  damages  due  to  the  construction  works;  ( d )  maintain 
all  works  after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army;  and  ( e )  prevent  future  encroachments 
affecting  the  flood-carrying  capacity  of  the  diversion  channel  or  of 
the  natural  channel  of  the  Mississippi  River  within  the  limits  of  the 
project. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Annual  benefits  derived  from  construction  of  the  flood- 
protection  works  consisting  of  prevention  of  flood  damage  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  $82,300. 

REDSTONE  CREEK  AT  AND  IN  THE  VICINITY  OF  UNIONTOWN,  PA. 

(H.  Doc.  No.  301,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Redstone  Creek  rises  in  the  mountains  of  southwestern 
Pennsylvania  near  Hutchinson  and  flows  25  miles  northwesterly  to 
empty  into  the  Monongahela  River  below  Brownsville,  Pa.  Coal 
Lick  Run  joins  Redstone  Creek  at  Uniontown,  19  miles  above  the 
mouth.  The  drainage  basin  contains  108  square  miles  of  mountain 
terrain,  of  which  24.1  square  miles  are  above  the  lower  or  north  corpo¬ 
rate  limit  of  the  city  of  Uniontown.  The  largest  city  in  the  basin  is 
Uniontown,  with  a  population  in  1 940  of  2 1 ,8 1 9.  Principal  occupations 
are  coal  mining,  coke  making,  manufacturing,  transportation,  and 
agriculture.  The  area  is  served  by  three  railway  systems  and  im¬ 
proved  highways. 

Report  authorized  by. — Flood  Control  Act  approved  August  18,  1941. 

Existing  project. — No  improvement  for  flood  control  of  Redstone 
Creek  lias  been  authorized  by  Congress. 

After  the  1936  flood,  North  Union  Township  initiated  a  Works 
Progress  Administration  project  consisting  of  channel  clearing  and 
widening  and  a  relocation  for  a  length  of  569  feet,  immediately 
downstream  from  the  enamel  plant  of  the  Richmond  Radiator  Co. 
The  project  was  completed  in  August  1939,  at  a  reported  cost  of 
$21,000.  The  city  of  Uniontown  at  various  times  performed  channel 
clearing  and  other  miscellaneous  work. 

Plan  oj  recommended  improvement. — The  plan  of  improvement  found 
to  be  most,  practicable  to  provide  flood  protection  to  a  large  section 
of  the  city  of  Uniontown  provides  for  channel  improvement  of  Red¬ 
stone  Creek  and  Coal  Lick  Run.  The  work  would  consist  of  widening 
and  deepening  with  some  realinement  of  the  channel,  and  bank  protec¬ 
tion  consisting  of  paving  and  walls  locally  where  necessary,  together 
with  related  works. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $1,015,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  local  interests  (1)  contribute  in 
cash  the  cost  of  sewer  and  utility  relocations  now  estimated  at 
$103,200  with  the  proviso  that  they  may  perform  portions  of  such 
alterations  at  their  own  expense  with  appropriate  reductions  in  the 
amount  of  the  cash  contribution  if  determined  by  the  Chief  of  En- 
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gineers  to  be  desirable  at  the  time  construction  of  the  project  is 
initiated;  (2)  by  city  ordinance  take  steps  to  prevent  encroachment  on 
the  channels;  and  (3)  furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a)  provide  without  cost  to  the  United 
States  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  project  ;  ( b )  alter  and  reconstruct  highway  and  foot  bridges 
and  approaches,  and  provide  support  for  an  apartment  house  across 
the  channel;  (c)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages 
due  to  the  construction  works;  and  ( d )  maintain  and  operate  all  the 
works  after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations  to  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Average  annual  benefits  derived  from  the  reduction  of 
direct  and  indirect  flood  losses  and  the  enhancement  of  land  values 
attributive  to  the  plan  of  improvement  if  completed  and  in  operation 
are  estimated  at  $59,400.  This  amount,  when  compared  with  the 
average  annual  charges  of  $49,900,  indicates  a  favorable  benefit-cost 
ratio  of  1.19. 

Remarks. — The  committee  is  convinced  that  the  city  of  Uniontown 
has  a  flood  problem  as  evidenced  by  the  record  of  floods  and  estimates 
of  damages,  and  accordingly  has  included  an  item  in  the  bill  authorizing 
the  construction  of  this  project. 

OHIO  RIVER  AT  ROSICLARE,  ILL. 

(S.  Doc.  125,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Rosiclare,  Ill.,  is  on  the  north  bank  of  the  Ohio  River, 
89  miles  above  its  mouth.  The  town  had  a  population  of  1,770  in 
1940  and  is  engaged  principally  in  the  production  of  fluorspar.  Three 
companies  have  fluorspar  mines  and  processing  mills  at  Rosiclare  and 
a  fourth  mill  processes  shipped-in  ore.  The  community  also  serves 
as  a  farmers’  trading  center  and  is  the  terminus  of  a  branch  line 
railroad. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce 
of  the  United  States  Senate  adopted  September  17,  1945. 

Existing  project. — No  flood-control  works  have  been  constructed  in 
the  locality  and  none  have  been  authorized  by  Congress. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — The  plan  of  improvement  found 
to  be  most  suitable  for  affording  flood  protection  for  Rosiclare  and 
the  mining  properties  in  the  vicinity  consists  of  two  sections  of  levee 
:  with  freeboard  of  3  feet  above  the  crest  stage  of  the  flood  of  1937. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $500,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  responsible  local  agencies  furnish 
assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a) 
provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and 
rights-of-way  necessary  for  construction  of  the  works,  including  in 
this  requirement  the  accomplishment  of  all  necessary  miscellaneous 
utility  alterations,  road  relocations,  and  salvaging  of  existing  struc¬ 
tures;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to 
the  construction  works;  and  (c)  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works 
after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

! 
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Benefits.- — Average  annual  benefits  through  prevention  of  direct 
and  indirect  flood  damages,  are  estimated  at  $90,900  and  when  com¬ 
pared  with  the  average  annual  charges  of  $30,100  indicates  a  benefit- 
cost  ratio  of  3.02. 

Remarks. — The  committee  realizes  that  the  community  of  Rosiclare, 
Ill.,  and  the  fluorspar  mines  and  mills  in  that  vicinity  are  damaged 
severely  by  Ohio  River  floods  and  accordingly  recommends  adoption 
of  the  project. 

TONAWANDA  CREEK  IN  THE  VICINITY  OF  BATAVIA,  N.  Y. 

(S.  Doc.  No.  46,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Tonawanda  Creek,  draining  an  area  of  525  square  miles, 
rises  in  western  New  York  State  and  flows  109  miles  northwest  to 
enter  Niagara  River  13  miles  from  Lake  Erie.  The  lower  12%  miles 
of  Tonawanda  Creek  form  a  part  of  the  New  York  State  barge  canal. 
Basin  population  in  1940  was  63,800,  of  which  15,200  resided  in 
Batavia,  the  largest  city.  Batavia  in  the  principal  industrial  center 
in  the  watershed  subject  to  flood  damages.  Manufactures  include 
magnesium,  aluminum,  and  brass  die  castings,  farm  machinery, 
paper  boxes,  millwork,  wood  products,  and  shirts. 

Report  authorized  by.- — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  adopted  April  22,  1942. 

Existing  project. — No  improvement  for  flood  control  of  Tonawanda 
Creek  has  been  authorized  by  Congress. 

The  city  of  Batavia  and  the  State  of  New  York  have  performed 
some  minor  channel  work  and  removed  obstructions  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  city.  The  State  also  performed  work  of  a  minor  nature  at  other 
points  in  the  basin. 

Plan  oj  recommended  improvement. — Provides  flood  protection  for 
Batavia  and  vicinity  by  means  of  channel  clearing  and  widening  to  a 
minimum  bottom,  width  of  75  feet  from  Garwood  Road  near  Bushville 
to  the  municipal  waterworks  dam  in  Batavia;  bank  protection  and 
stabilization  in  that  reach;  minor  channel  clearing  and  removal  of  an 
abandoned  bridge  pier  between  the  municipal  dam  and  the  Lehigh 
Valley  Railroad;  and  removal  of  the  abandoned  mill  dam  at  East 
Pembroke. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $565,000. 

Local  cooperation.- — Subject  to  the  provision  that  local  interests 
contribute  $5,500  for  removal  of  the  abandoned  bridge  pier  and 
abandoned  mill  dam  and  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  that  they  will  (a)  provide,  without  cost  to  the  United 
States,  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  project;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damages  due  to  the  construction  works;  (c)  prescribe  and  enforce 
regulations  to  prevent  encroachments  on  the  improved  channels; 
and  ( d )  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — The  improvement  would  increase  the  channel  capacity 
in  the  city  from  about  3,600  to  5,000  second-feet,  reduce  flood  heights 
by  an  estimated  1.5  to  2.6  feet,  and  reduce  the  average  annual  flood 
damage  by  87  percent,  or  $81,100.  It  would  also  decrease  flooding  of 
adjacent  agricultural  lands. 
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Remarks.- — The  committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  plan  of  im¬ 
provement  proposed  would  materially  reduce  the  flood  damage  in  the 
city  of  Batavia  and  vicinity  and  accordingly  has  included  an  item  in 
the  bill  for  the  adoption  of  this  project. 

GENESEE  RIVER  BASIN,  N.  Y.  AT  DANSVILLE  AND  VICINITY 
(H.  Doc.  206,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location.— Dans ville  is  located  on  Canaseraga  Creek  about  19 
miles  above  its  confluence  with  Genesee  River,  near  Mount  Morris, 
in  western  New  York  State. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Flood  Control  Committee, 
House  of  Representatives,  adopted  November  10,  1943. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  flood  protection 
at  Dansville,  N.  Y.  Improvements  by  local  interests  at  Dansville 
I  have  been  limited  to  deepening  and  straightening  the  channel  of 
*  Canaseraga  Creek  and  its  tributaries  and  construction  of  short  sec¬ 
tions  of  levee. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  construction  of 
levees,  bank  protection  works  and  channel  improvements  to  protect 
development  on  the  right  bank  of  Canaseraga  Creek  located  at  Cum- 
mingsville  (North  Dansville)  and  the  sewage  disposal  plant  serving 
the  Dansville  area. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $165,000. 

Local  cooperation.- — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests:  (a)  Provide  without  cost  to  the 
United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for 
construction  of  the  improvement;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damages  due  to  the  construction  work;  and  ( c )  operate  and 
maintain  after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  including  provisions  to  prevent  en¬ 
croachments  on  the  improved  channel;  and  that  the  Federal  work  at 
the  sewage  disposal  plant  be  not  commenced  until  responsible  local 
agencies  have  furnished  assurances  that  for  the  work  at  that  location, 
.  they  will  cooperate  as  described  in  (a),  ( b ),  and  (c)  above  and,  in 
i  addition,  will  contribute  70  percent  of  the  cost  of  construction,  ex¬ 
cluding  lands,  and  will  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  any 
future  claims  that  the  Federal  Government  should  participate  in 
providing  additional  protection  for  the  sewage  disposal  plant,  or  in  its 
operation  or  maintenance.  Total  cost  of  the  project  to  local  interests 
is  estimated  at  $35,600. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — -None. 

Benefits. — The  plan  of  improvement  for  Dansville  and  vicinity 
would  provide  protection  against  a  flood  discharge  of  15,000  cubic 
feet  per  second  and  prevent  flood  damage  estimated  at  $9,200  annually. 

CLINTON  RIVER,  MICH.,  WITH  RESPECT  TO  FLOOD  PROTECTION  ON  RED 
7  7 

RUN 

(H.  Doc.  628,  80th  Cong.) 

Location.- — Red  Run  is  a  tributary  of  South  Branch  which  joins 
with  Middle  Branch  and  North  Branch  to  form  the  Clinton  River 
in  the  southeastern  part  of  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michigan.  Red 
Run  drains  approximately  70  square  miles  in  Oakland  and  Macomb 
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Counties.  Population  of  the  basin  was  130,000  in  1940.  The  largest 
city  in  the  basin  is  Royal  Oak.  The  urban  centers  are  primarily 
residential  although  a  number  of  industrial  plants  were  established  in 
these  communities  during  the  recent  war.  Principal  products  are 
chemicals  and  machinery.  Principal  farm  products  are  hay,  grains, 
and  garden  truck.  The  basin  is  crossed  by  two  railroads  and  several 
State  and  Federal  highways. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control  of  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  May  2,  1946. 

Existing  'project. — There  is  no  existing  or  authorized  project  for 
Red  Run. 

Since  1878  local  interests  have  spent  various  amounts  for  channel 
and  drainage  improvements  in  the  basin. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  open  channel 
improvement  of  Red  Run  to  provide  an  adequate  outlet  for  existing 
storm  drains  plus  those  required  in  the  future  by  means  of  enlarge¬ 
ment  and  rectification  of  Red  Run  Channel  from  the  intersection  of 
Campbell  and  Twelve-Mile  Roads  to  the  junction  of  Red  Run  and 
South  Branch,  a  distance  of  about  12  miles,  and  the  construction  of 
needed  relief  sewers. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $1,010,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  condition  that  responsible  local 
agencies  furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
that  they  will:  (a)  Provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all 
lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  (including  the  removal  of  build¬ 
ings)  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  project;  (6)  bear  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  constructing  new  highway  bridges,  changing  existing  high¬ 
way  bridges  (except  the  underpinning  of  footings),  constructing  all 
new  storm  and  sanitary  sewers,  and  changing  existing  sewer  facilities; 
(c)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  resulting  from 
the  construction  works;  ( d )  establish  and  enforce  regulations,  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  designed  to  prevent  encroachments 
on  the  improved  channel;  and  (e)  maintain  the  project  works  after 
completion,  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Average  annual  benefits  are  estimated  at  $186,900,  con¬ 
sisting  of  $120,500  for  damages  prevented  and  $66,400  for  land  en¬ 
hancement.  In  addition,  there  are  other  important  unevaluable 
benefits  to  the  health  and  general  welfare  of  the  communities.  The 
benefit-cost  ratio  is  1.04. 

Remarks. — The  committee  notes  that  the  proposed  improvement 
will  give  substantially  complete  protection  against  such  damages  as 
have  occurred  in  the  past  and  will  result  in  an  increase  in  the  value 
of  property  in  the  areas  subject  to  flooding.  The  committee  according¬ 
ly  recommends  adoption  of  the  project. 

RENO  BEACH,  LUCAS  COUNTY,  OHIO 
(H.  Doc.  No.  554,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — The  Reno  Beach-Howard  Farm  area  comprises  2,120 
acres  of  land  located  on  the  south  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  about  15  miles 
east  of  Toledo,  Ohio.  It  lies  between  the  mouth  of  Cooley  Creek  on 
the  west  and  Wards  Canal  on  the  east,  and  has  a  lake  frontage  of 
15,400  feet. 
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Report  authorized  by. — Flood  Control  Act  approved  December  22, 
1944\ 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  improvement  of 
the  Reno  Beach-Howard  Farm  area. 

Local  interests  have  constructed  protective  works  along  the  bound¬ 
ary  streams  and  the  lake  front,  with  internal  drainage  and  pumping 
facilities  which  provided  a  high  degree  of  protection  for  a  number  of 
years;  however,  they  were  allowed  to  deteriorate  and  were  severely 
damaged  by  the  storms  of  1929  and  1943. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — The  most  economical  plan  of 
protection,  referred  to  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  as  plan  A,  would 
consist  of  an  earth  seawall  faced  on  the  lakeward  side  with  quarry-run 
stone.  However,  local  interests  desire  a  more  costly  plan  consisting 
of  an  earth  dike  protected  on  the  lakeward  side  with  a  bulkhead  of 
steel  sheet  piling,  with  steel  sheet  piling  groins  along  the  lakeward  face, 
referred  to  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  as  plan  B.  The  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers  recommends  plan  A  with  the  provision  that  plan  B  be  sub¬ 
stituted  at  the  time  of  construction  if  local  interests  pay  the  difference 
in  cost. 

Estimated  cost  to  Lnited  States  for  construction. — $330,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  (plan  A)  is  recommended 
subject  to  the  condition  that  local  interests  contribute  one-fourth  of 
the  total  cost  of  construction,  or  $110,000  on  the  basis  of  December 
1947  prices,  and  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  that  they  will:  (a)  Provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States 
all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way  and  borrow"  areas  necessary  for 
the  construction  of  the  project,  and  make  all  necessary  bridge  altera¬ 
tions  and  provide  access  to  all  public  bathing  beaches  at  their  own 
expense;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to 
the  construction  works;  and  (c)  maintain  the  entire  protective  works 
after  completion,  including  the  existing  jetties  on  the  east  side  of 
Cooley  Creek  and  on  the  west  side  of  Wards  Canal,  the  bathing  beaches 
and  their  protective  structures,  and  a  sufficient  outlet  in  Wards  Canal 
to  carry  the  free  flow  into  Lake  Erie  at  all  times,  all  in  accordance  with 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — The  monetary  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  improve¬ 
ment  from  prevention  of  flood  damage  and  land  enhancement  are 
estimated  at  $27,895.  In  addition  the  proposed  improvements  would 
add  materially  to  the  recreational  facilities  and  increase  the  social 
security  of  the  inhabitants  sufficiently  to  provide  large  intangible 
benefits. 

Remarks. — The  committee  notes  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  as  contained  in  his  report  and  as  brought  out  in 
testimony  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  provides  that  if  at  the  time  of 
construction  local  interests  desire  a  more  costly  form  of  improvement, 
(referred  to  above  as  plan  B)  this  more  costly  plan  may  be  substituted 
for  the  basic  plan  recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  (referred 
to  above  as  plan  A)  provided  that  local  interests  comply  with  the 
same  conditions  of  local  cooperation  as  prescribed  for  plan  A  and  in 
addition  make  a  further  cash  contribution  toward  the  cost  of  construc¬ 
tion  equal  to  the  difference  in  the  costs  of  the  twro  plans  at  the  time  of 
construction.  The  committee  feels  that  the  basic  project  (plan  A) 
is  well  justified  by  the  prevention  of  damage  and  by  the  other  values 


50  AUTHORIZE  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

which  will  accrue  from  its  construction,  and  believes  that  local  in¬ 
terests  should  be  permitted  to  contribute  the  additional  amount  of 
cash  required  to  provide  for  the  more  costly  type  of  structures  in  plan 
B,  which  they  consider  desirable  from  a  community  standpoint. 

SANTA  CLARA  RIVER,  CALIF. 

(H.  Doc.  443,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Santa  Clara  River  rises  in  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains 
in  southern  California  and  flows  84  miles  generally  west  and  empties 
into  the  Pacific  Ocean  near  Ventura  60  miles  northwest  of  Los  Angeles. 

Report  authorized  by. — Section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 
August  28,  1937. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  flood  control  in 
Santa  Clara  River  basin. 

Local  interests  have  expended  more  than  $1,000,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  flood-control  improvements,  many  of 
which  have  since  been  damaged  or  destroyed  by  floods. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  construction  of  a 
levee  along  the  left  or  south  side  of  Santa  Clara  River  from  South 
Mountain,  mile  9.7,  to  U.  S.  Highway  101  bridge,  mile  4.7,  to  protect 
the  Oxnard  plain;  and  a  concrete  channel  on  lower  Santa  Paula  Creek 
extending  generally  along  the  existing  channel  from  mile  3.1  to  Santa 
Clara  River,  to  protect  the  city  of  Santa  Paula  and  rural  area  just 
east  of  the  city. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $4,960,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests:  ( a )  Furnish  without  cost  to  the 
United  States  the  necessary  rights-of-way  and  bear  the  cost  of  all 
utility  relocations;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damages  due  to  the  construction  works;  (c)  adjust  all  claims  con¬ 
cerning  water  rights  arising  from  the  improvement;  (d)  perform  any 
work  necessitated  by  the  effect  of  flood  control  on  stream  regimen ; 
and  (e)  maintain  and  operate  the  works  after  completion  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — The  annual  monetary  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the 
improvement  which  consist  solely  of  prevention  of  flood  damage  are 
estimated  at  $245,000,  of  which  $161,000  will  accrue  to  protection 
works  along  the  Santa  Clara  River  and  $84,000  to  improvements 
along  the  Santa  Paula  Creek  channel.  There  would  also  be  large 
intangible  benefits  from  removal  of  the  flood  hazard. 

GILA  RIVER  BASIN  AT  TUCSON,  ARIZ. 

(H.  Doc.  274,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — At  Tucson,  in  the  basin  of  Santa  Cruz  River,  a  tributary 
of  Gila  River,  in  south  central  Arizona  about  100  miles  southeast  of 
Phoenix. 

Report  authorized  by.- — Flood  Control  Act  of  June  28,  1938,  and 
subsequent  acts. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  improvement  for 
flood  control  in  the  vicinity  of  Tucson,  Ariz. 
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Prior  to  1940  local  interests  had  constructed  improvements  in  Tucson 
Arroyo  from  Park  Avenue  in  the  center  of  the  city  to  Santa  Cruz 
River.  Subsequent  to  the  flood  of  1940  additional  minor  improve¬ 
ments  were  made  including  construction  of  a  channel  for  Julian  Wash 
through  the  Veterans’  Hospital  grounds.  These  improvements  are 
either  inadequate  or  have  only  local  effect  in  control  of  floods,  which 
are  aggravated  by  an  increased  impervious  area  resulting  from  de¬ 
velopment  in  urban  and  suburban  districts. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  the  construction 
of  about  7.3  miles  of  diversion  channel  and  levee,  extending  generally 
southwest  across  the  regional  slope  to  a  point  near  the  intersection  of 
Swan  Road  and  Broadway  east  of  Tucson  to  a  point  near  Drexel  Road 
3.5  miles  south  of  the  city,  to  divert  all  flood  flows  from  about  57 
square  miles  of  drainage  area,  above  the  urban  and  suburban  districts, 
through  a  natural  drain  to  Santa  Cruz  River. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $2,390,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests  (a)  provide  free  of  cost  to  the  United 
States  all  lands,  easements  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  project;  ( b )  pay  for  the  relocation  of  utilities  and 
construction  of  necessary  highway  bridges,  dips,  and  relocation;  (c)hold 
and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damage  due  to  construction  and 
operation  of  the  work;  and  (d)  maintain  and  operate  the  improvement 
after  completion  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Annual  monetary  benefits  from  the  prevention  of  direct 
and  indirect  flood  damages  are  estimated  at  $65,000.  In  addition  to 
the  monetary  benefits  there  are  attendant  large  intangible  benefits, 
including  prevention  of  loss  of  life  and  disruption  of  community  life. 

Remarks.— The  committee  notes  that  the  ratio  of  annual  costs  to 
annual  monetary  benefits  is  1  to  0.98,  but  in  view  of  the  attendant 
large  intangible  benefits  including  prevention  of  loss  of  life  it  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  project  is  justified. 

H  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BELOW  CAPE  GIRARDEAU  WITH  RESPECT  TO  WEST 

TENNESSEE  TRIBUTARIES 

(H.  Doc.  627,  80th  Cong.) 

Location. — The  Obion  River  Basin  (including  the  Forked  Deer 
Basin)  adjoins  that  of  the  Hatchie  River  Basin  on  the  south.  These 
basins  occupy  the  northwestern  part  of  Tennessee  with  the  Obion 
Basin  extending  into  a  portion  of  southwestern  Kentucky  and  the 
Hatchie  Basin  extending  into  a  part  of  northeastern  Mississippi.  The 
population  of  the  Obion  River  Basin  is  estimated  at  290,000  and  that 
of  the  Hatchie  River  Basin  at  140,000.  The  population  is  about  75 
percent  rural.  Farming,  including  stock  raising  and  dairying,  is  the 
principal  occupation.  Crops  include  corn,  cotton,  soybeans,  truck, 
and  hay.  Industries  are  cotton  gins  and  compresses;  cottonseed, 
grist  and  saw  mills;  brick  and  tile  kilns;  and  cheese,  ice,  fertilizer,  and 
bottling  plants.  The  basins  are  adequately  served  by  five  railroad 
;  systems  and  a  network  of  highways. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolutions  of  the  Committee  on  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  of  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  April  26,  1944,  and  May 
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25,  1945.  Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  adopted  July  10,  1946.  The  River  and 
Harbor  Act  approved  July  24,  1946,  also  contained  an  item,  for  a  pre¬ 
liminary  examination  and  survey  of  Hatchie  River,  Miss,  and  Tenn., 
in  the  interest  of  navigation  and  flood  control. 

Existing  project. — The  project  “Mississippi  River  and  tributaries,” 
adopted  in  1928,  as  subsequently  modified,  provides  in  part  for  flood 
protection,  channel,  and  major  drainage  improvements  of  that  part  of 
Obion  River  Basin  lying  in  the  alluvial  valley.  Under  authority  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  August  28,  1937,  as  amended,  channel 
clearing  and  snagging  of  about  170  miles  in  the  Obion  and  170  miles 
in  the  Hatchie  River  systems  has  been  accomplished  since  1938. 

Local  interests  through  organized  drainage  districts  have  constructed 
ditches  at  a  cost  of  about  $4,730,000.  The  Soil  Conservation  Service 
of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  doing  effective  work 
in  erosion  control. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  the  modification  of 
the  existing  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the  lower 
Mississippi  River  adopted  by  the  act  of  May  15,  1928,  as  amended,  to 
include  additional  channel  improvement  of  Obion  and  Forked  Deer 
Rivers  and  their  principal  tributaries  to  provide  adequate  outlets  for 
drainage  of  lands  subject  to  overflow,  by  means  of  channel  clearing, 
enlargement  and  realignment  as  required. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $7,700,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Subject  to  the  conditions  that  local  interests 
furnish  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and 
rights-of-way  required  for  construction  of  the  improvements  and  main¬ 
tain  all  works  after  completion. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Flood  crop  damage  sustained  has  been  comparatively 
small  but  ineffective  drainage  has  reduced  yields  and  retarded  agri¬ 
cultural  development.  Hence,  increase  in  crop  production  rather 
than  prevention  of  flood  damage  indicates  the  benefits  to  be  expected 
from  the  proposed  improvements.  On  this  basis  it  is  estimated  that 
average  annual  benefits  of  $885,000  to  croplands  may  be  expected 
to  result  from  the  recommended  improvements  which  indicates  a 
favorable  cost-benefit  ratio  of  2.0. 

Bemarks. — The  committee  notes  that  the  problem  of  greatest  con¬ 
cern  in  the  Obion  and  Forked  Deer  Rivers  systems  principally  con¬ 
cerns  ineffective  drainage  of  farm  lands.  The  committee  concurs  in 
the  opinion,  of  the  reporting  officers  that  channel  improvements  con¬ 
sisting  of  clean-out,  enlargement,  and  realinement,  as  required,  of  the 
Obion  and  Forked  Deer  Rivers  and  their  principal  tributaries,  will, 
by  reducing  the  extent  of  overflows  during  the  crop  season  and  by 
materially  reducing  the  duration  of  experienced  overflow  periods, 
provide  effective  drainage  for  118,000  acres  of  cropland  and  present 
opportunity  for  development  of  60,000  acres  of  woodland  for  agri¬ 
cultural  use.  Accordingly,  the  committee  recommends  adoption  of 
the  project. 

Preliminary  Examinations  and  Surveys  (Sec.  204) 

The  committee  gave  careful  consideration  to  all  preliminary  exami¬ 
nation  and  survey  items  included  in  section  204  and  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  reported  favorably  in  each  instance.  (See  table  for  list.) 
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Provision  for  Special  Work 


With  respect  to  section  205  of  the  proposed  bill  the  committee  has 
noted  from  testimony  presented  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  that 
certain  flood-control  work  of  an  emergency  nature  is  now  undertaken 
by  the  corps  during  and  after  serious  floods,  under  the  authority  of 
section  12  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  July  24,  1946,  which 
provides  for  rescue  work  and  for  the  repair  or  maintenance  of  any 
flood-control  work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood;  of  section  13  of 
the  same  act  which  provides  for  removing  accumulated  snags  and  other 
debris  and  clearing  and  straightening  stream  channels;  and  of  section 
14  of  the  same  act  which  provides  for  the  construction  of  emergency 
bank  protection  works.  The  committee  feels  that  this  emergency 
flood-control  work  authorized  in  the  1946  act  and  in  previous  acts 
has  been  of  inestimable  value  in  permitting  flood  relief  in  urgent  cases 

(without  awaiting  the  submission  of  formal  reports  and  specific  author¬ 
ization  by  Congress.  The  committee,  however,  notes  that  similar 
relief  in  equally  justified  cases  may  not  now  be  provided  under  present 
law  unless  existing  flood-control  structures  are  involved  or  unless  the 
f  project  is  one  of  clearing  and  snagging  or  of  bank  protection.  The 
i  committee  feels  that  there  are  instances  where  emergency  flood-control 
measures  of  a  limited  nature  should  be  undertaken  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  where  flood  relief  is  of  the  same  type  as  that 
intended  to  be  covered  by  sections  12,  13,  and  14  of  the  1946  act. 
The  committee  feels  that  the  present  policy  of  providing  limited  flood 
relief  at  the  discretion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  should  be  broadened 
to  permit  him  to  provide  the  relief  on  the  basis  of  the  merits  of  the 
proposed  works  and  should  not  be  limited  only  to  areas  where  existing 
flood-control  structures,  snagging  and  clearing,  or  bank  protection 
are  involved.  The  committee,  therefore,  recommends  the  inclusion 
of  section  205  in  the  present  bill  to  permit  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to 
construct  emergency  flood-control  works,  exclusive  of  those  covered 
by  existing  legislation,  where  the  cost  of  such  works  is  not  in  excess  of 
$100,000  for  each  project,  the  total  cost,  of  such  works  not  to  exceed 
$2,000,000  in  any  one  fiscal  year. 

Repair  of  Existing  Flood-Control  Structures  (Sec.  206) 

EXPANDING  SCOPE  OF  WORK  CONSIDERED  UNDER  EMERGENCY  REPAIRS 
TO  FLOOD-CONTROL  STRUCTURE 

This  section  is  designed  to  permit  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to  repair 
and  restore  existing  flood-control  structures  more  adequately  than 
has  been  permitted  in  the  past.  Previous  legislation  dealing  with 
,  !  emergency  repairs  to  flood-control  structures,  up  to  and  including 
section  12  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946,  has  limited  the  work 
to  that  needed  to  restore  the  structure  to  its  original  condition.  In 
many  cases  the  structure  was  left  vulnerable  to  floods  similar  to  those 
which  had  originally  damaged  it,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  that  raising,  extending,  and  otherwise  modifying  levees 
where  emergency  repairs  are  to  be  made  would  in  many  cases  result 
in  a  saving  of  cost  to  the  Government,  because  the  modified  and  altered 
structure  could  better  withstand  subsequent  flood  attacks.  The 
committee  feels  strongly  that  this  amending  legislation  should  be 
■  adopted  to  permit  the  most  effective  use  of  funds  appropriated  for 
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emergency  repairs,  and  to  protect  the  investment  made  by  the 
Government. 

Appropriations  Authorized 

In  addition  to  the  authorization  of  $25,000,000  for  title  II  projects, 
section  207  authorizes  $5,000,000  for  the  Department  of  the  Army 
and  a  like  sum  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  flood-control 
examination  and  survey  work. 

Emergency  Authorization  (Sec.  208) 

The  committee  notes  that  from  time  to  time,  upon  the  occurrence  of 
severe  and  widespread  floods,  the  Congress  has  authorized  a  sum 
ranging  from  10  to  15  million  dollars  for  appropriation  of  emergency 
flood-control  funds.  The  committee  feels  that  it  would  be  advisable 
to  include  in  this  bill  an  authorization  in  the  amount  of  $25,000,000  for 
emergency  repairs  so  that  appropriations  could  be  made  within  this 
authority  as  the  need  arises  without  the  need  for  special  authorization. 
The  proposed  authorization  in  section  208  will  provide  sufficient 
authority  for  these  emergency  appropriations  until  the  next  omnibus 
flood-control  bill,  and  it  will  obviate  the  necessity  for  special  bills 
authorizing  appropriation  at  the  time  of  major  floods. 

Changes  in  Existing  Law 

In  compliance  with  paragraph  2a  of  rule  XIII  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  changes  in  existing  law  proposed  by  the 
bill  are  shown  below. 

Section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  August  18,  1941,  as  amended 
by  section  12  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  July  24,  1946,  is  amended 
by  section  206  of  this  bill,  to  read  as  follows,  language  to  be  stricken 
is  shown  in  black  brackets ;  new  language  is  shown  in  italic: 

That  the  Secretary  of  [War]  the  Army  is  hereby  authorized  to  allot,  from  any 
appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed 
$2,000,000  for  any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in  the  repair, 
restoration  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control  work  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
flood,  including  the  strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification  thereof 
as  may  he  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate 
functioning  of  the  work  for  flood  control. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

Mat  3, 1948 

Mr.  Dondero  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works 

May  6, 1948 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 


A  BILL 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  TITLE  I— RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

4  Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers 

5  and  harbors  and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  con- 

6  trol,  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 

7  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

8  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accord- 

9  ance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom- 
10  mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports 
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hereinafter  designated :  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of 
section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  Humhered  14,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first 
session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  herein  author¬ 
ized;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect,  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improvement  for 
navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  numbered  553, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  num¬ 
bered  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  House  Document  numbered  552,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
numbered  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
numbered  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  num¬ 
bered  196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate 
Document  numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  num¬ 
bered  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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1  Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num- 

2  bered  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

3  Rock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num- 

4  bered  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

5  Chester  River,  Maryland  (channel  from  Rent  Island 

6  Harrows  to  Wells  Cove)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  380, 

7  Eightieth  Congress; 

8  Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num- 

9  bered  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

10  Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Docu- 

11  ment  Numbered  680,  Eightieth  Congress; 

12  Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Virginia; 

13  House  Document  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

14  Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Docu- 

15  ment  Numbered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

16  Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River, 

17  Virginia;  House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth 

18  Congress ; 

19  Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document 

20  Numbered  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

21  Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Eear  River,  North 

22  Carolina,  including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Caro- 

23  lina;  House  Document  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 
21  Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Documenl  Num- 
25  bered  559,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Galveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House 
Document  Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of 
Traverse  City)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  New  York;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California;  House  Document  Numbered 
- ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  Biver  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document 
Numbered  586,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  boat 

basin  at,  Garibaldi)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  - 

Eightieth  Congress; 

Umpqua  Biver,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Win¬ 
chester  Bay)  ;  Senate  Document  Numbered - ,  Eightieth 

Congress ; 
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Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel)  ;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered - ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Bivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document 
Numbered  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warrenton)  ;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  Biver,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94 
Eightieth  Congress  ; 

Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  Biver,  Washington;  House 
Document  Numbered - ,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing  - 
river  and  harbor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria¬ 
tions,  may  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  the 
collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its 
tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  project. 

Sec.  103.  That  the  existing  project  for  the  Neches  and 
Angelina  Bivers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  Biver  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to 
provide  that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances  that 
upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute 
toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not 
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1  to  exceed  two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for 

2  its  own  use. 

3  Sec.  104.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author- 

4  ized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 

5  surveys  to  be  made  at  the  following-named  localities,  the 

6  cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 

7  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  pre- 

8  liminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 

9  works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  or  some  prior  Act 

10  or  joint  resolution  shall  be  made:  Provided  further,  That 

11  after  the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law 

12  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work  under  way  or 

13  proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental  or  additional  report 

14  or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law :  Provided 

15  further,  That  the  Government  shall  not  he  deemed  to  have 

16  entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water- 
11  way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  Act  until  the  project  for 

18  the  proposed  work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law :  Provided 

19  further,  That  reports  of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and  shore 

20  protection  shall  include  an  estimate  of  the  public  interests 

21  involved,  and  such  plan  of. improvement  as  is  found  justified, 

22  together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs  in  each  case : 

23  And  provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  con- 
21  strued  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested 
25  in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law : 
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Desoris  Creek,  New  York; 

Tolchester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  Elver,  Maryland; 

Holdens  Creek,  Virginia; 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

Back  Eiver,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  con¬ 
necting  Back  Eiver  with  Front  Cove; 

Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 

Powells  Bay,  Accomack  County,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts 
Point,  and  channel  connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast”; 

Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington. 

Sec.  105.  Title  I  may  be  cited  as  the  “Eiver  and 
Harbor  Act  of  1948”. 

TITLE  II — FLOOD  CONTEOL 

Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22, 
1936  (Public,  Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress), 
as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938 
(Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy-fifth  Congress),  shall 
apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  Act  except  that  for 
any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 
provisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise 
provided  by  law:  Provided,  That  the  authorization  for  any 
flood-control  project  herein  adopted  requiring  local  cooper¬ 
ation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the  date  on  which  local 
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interests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 
interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation 
will  be  furnished. 

Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
December  22,  1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth 
Congress,  second  session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  proj¬ 
ects  herein  authorized;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth 
with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of 
improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation 
and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 
forth  in  full. 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 
that  the  following  provisions  shall  be  observed : 

No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a 
project  for  flood  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be 
authorized  by  the  Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project 
or  modification  has  been  previously  submitted  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  conformity  with 
existing  law. 

Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for 
the  benefit  of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  flood- 
waters  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  author¬ 
ized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
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.1  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 

2  in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  reports  here- 

3  inafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 

4  therein:  Provided,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications, 

5  and  preliminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any  project 

6  authorized  in  this  Act  with  funds  from  appropriations  here- 

7  tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready 

8  for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  program:  Provided 

9  further,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated 

10  as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  be 

11  consistent  with  budgetary  requirements:  And  provided 

12  further,  That  pen  stocks  and  other  similar  facilities  adapted 

13  to  possible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydroelectric 

14  power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam  authorized  in  this  Act 

15  for  construction  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  when 

16  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  recommenda- 

17  tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Federal  Power  Com- 

18  mission : 

19  ARKANSAS  RIVEE  BASIN 

20  The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett, 

21  Missouri,  in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  are  hereby  authorized 

22  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

23  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  445, 

24  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $740,000. 

H.  R.  6419 - 2 
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1  The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas 

2  River  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  appioved  De- 

3  cember  22)  1944,  in  accordance  with  House  Document 

4  Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi- 

5  fled  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate  in  the 

6  cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across 

7  the  Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-Uort 

8  Smith  m  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $200,000. 

9  UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

10  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois, 
H  on  the  Rock  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 

12  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 

13  neers  in  House  Document  Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Con- 

11  gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

15  The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  River, 
Id  Illinois,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 

17  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 

18  Document  Numbered  245,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an 

19  estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

20  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity 

21  of  Aitkin,  Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  River  is  hereby 

22  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 
28  tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  m  House  Document  N  um 
21  bered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
25  $1,680,000. 
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OHIO  EIVEE  BASIN 

The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  Uniontown,  Pennsylvania,  on  Bedstone  Creek,  are  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 
Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,015,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Bosiclare,  Illinois, 
on  the  Ohio  Biver  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  125,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

GEEAT  LAKES  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity, 
New  York,  on  Tonawanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  46, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $565,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansville  and  vicinity, 
New  York,  on  Canaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee 
Biver,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  $165,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on 
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1  Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is 

2  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 

3  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu- 

4  ment  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 

5  cost  of  $1,010,000. 

6  The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards 

7  Earm  area  and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from 

8  floods  caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from  increases  in 

9  the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby  authorized  substan- 

10  tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 

11  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 

12  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

13  SANTA  CLAKA  RIVER  BASIN 

14  The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara 

15  River  and  its  tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized 

16  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

17  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  443, 

18  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $4,960,000. 

19  GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

20  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity, 

21  Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  sub- 

22  stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

23  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  274, 

24  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,390,000. 
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LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the 
Lower  Mississippi  Eiver,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May 
15,  1928,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  and  expanded  to  include  the  following  item  and  the 
authorization  for  said  project  is  increased  accordingly: 

The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi  Eiver 
below  Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West  Tennessee 
tributaries  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  627,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  auth¬ 
orized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys  for  flood  control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan¬ 
nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and  floods  aggravated 
by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects  to  be  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers*  in  drainage  areas  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 
the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 
soil-erosion  prevention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
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made  for  such  purposes:  Provided,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or 
work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no 
supplemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  he  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  cause  a  review  of  any  examination  or  survey  to 
be  made  and  a  report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national  defense  or  by  changed 
physical  or  economic  conditions :  And  provided  further,  That 
the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor 
mentioned  in  this  Act  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law ; 

Bahwav  River  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey; 

Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina; 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  River,  Florida; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil 
Conservation  District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict,  the  Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the 
Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  District,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  improvement  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  related  purposes,  including  channel  and  major 
drainage  improvements ; 
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Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  ero¬ 
sions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 
aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

Au  Gres  Elver  and  tributaries,  Michigan  ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the 
surrounding  area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Coun¬ 
ties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess 
underground  and  surface  waters ; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  advisability  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 
uses. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
authorized  to  allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small  flood-control 
projects  not  specifically  authorized  by  Congress,  and  not 
within  areas  intended  to  lie  protected  by  projects  so  author¬ 
ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
Elood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided, 
That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose 
at  any  single  locality  from  the  appropriations  for  any  one 
fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  local 
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1  cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Mood  Control  Act  of 

2  June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply:  And  provided 

3  further,  That  the  work  shall  he  complete  in  itself  and  not 

4  commit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  improvement 

5  to  insure  its  successful  operation,  except  as  may  result  from 

6  the  normal  procedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 

7  submission  of  preliminary  examination  and  survey  reports. 

8  Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Mood  Control  Act  of 

9  August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Mood 
1°  Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read 
H  as  follows: 

12  “That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author- 

13  ized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  here¬ 
in  after  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 

15  any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in 

16  the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 

17  work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the 

18  strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification 
13  thereof  as  may  he  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief 

20  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning  of  the  work  for 

21  flood  control.” 

22  Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 

23  authorized  to  he  appropriated  for  carrying  out  improvements 
2!  by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  and  the  sum  of  $10,000,000 
2^  additional  is  authorized  to  he  appropriated  and  expended  in 
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equal  amounts  by  the  Departments  of  the  Army  and  Agri¬ 
culture  for  carrying  out  any  examination  or  survey  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  Act  and  any  other  Acts  of  Congress  to 
be  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 

Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  repair, 
restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood- 
control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
recent  floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
later  floods,  including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modi¬ 
fication  of  such  works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning 
of  the  works  for  flood  control:  Provided ,  That  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  local  cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the 
Elood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall 
apply :  Provided  further,  That  pending  the  appropriation  of 
said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from  exist¬ 
ing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized 
by  this  section,  such  appropriations  to  be  reimbursed  from 
said  emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And  provided 
further,  That  funds  allotted  under  this  authority  shall  not 
be  diverted  from  the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria- 


18 


1  tion  “Mood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  De- 

2  partment  Civil  Functions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific 

3  purposes. 

4  Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  tbe  “Flood  Control 


5  Act  of  1948”. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  commit  ee  reported  bill  to  provide  pnanonts  to  States  on  value 
of  nationa.l-forost  lande^frerein.  House  passed  GcvoriWnt  corporations  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  Rep.  Gross  crmNlcized  USDA  adninistrat  ioryr  Rep.  Gillie  discussed  pro¬ 
gress  in  the  foot— and—  nouth  T^Lsoase  campaign.  Rule,,i  Committee  cleared  onnibus 
flood-control  bill. 


JSE 

GOHEBMENT '  CORPORATIONS  APPHOPRlfff  ION  BIlS^,  1949.  Passed  without  anendneht  this 
.  bill,  H.R,  6431  (pp.  5740-63^792) .  Por^rovisions  of  the  bill  see  Digest  S3. 

2.  U.S.D.A  ADMINISTRATION.  Ra^*  Gross,  Pa.,  criticized  this  Departments  adninis¬ 
tration,  particularly  ^relation  to  the  progrdk  on  surplus  conrnodities,  and 
.  inserted1  a  York  (Pa. )  ^Suspatch  editorial  on  the  Adject  (p.  5734)* 

/ 

3*  FO CT-A1DD-M0TJTH  DISI^E.  Rep.  Gillie, .  Ind. ,  dis cuss e<rS|he  progress  of^the  foot- 
and-nouth  diseas, ©^'campaign  and  commended  cooperation  bitween  the  various  con 
—  nit  tops  on  this  problem,  (pp.  .5702-4),. ,,  . . -  i...  ..^.wn  . . . 

^  FLOOD  CONTROL.  The  Rules  Connittec  reported  a  resolution  for  the  consideration 
of  H.R,  6419,  the  onnibus  flood  control  bill  (pp.  5764,  5795)* 

BL__  -/ *  _  ‘  .  — _ _  1  ■  ■ m 11  i  .  r  ■  f» — wwm  nn- 


efrrrgfr 
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tionspdn  the  Missouri  River  (H.Doc.  642):  rivers,  lakes,  and  cams  0  ra 

and y^outhern  Florida  (H.Doc.  .  643) ;  PiHar  Point,  Halfnooh  Day,  0*^+^* 

6^1;  Mystic  Rivet,  Mass.  (H.Doc.  645):  nnd  the  channel  at  Chari  os  to>^  South 

ough,  Ore.  (H.Doc.  646)  (p.  5795)* 

SLAT PTE  BRANCH  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949.  The  Appropriations  Committee 
ported  this  bill,  H.R.  6500  (H.Rept.  1906)  (pp-5736,  5795)*  tllc  bill  mclu 
funds  for  GPO,  Library  of  Congress,  Dotanic  Gordon,  Legislative  Counsel,  con- 
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staffs,  etc.,  and  contains  a  new  proviso  prohibiting  payments  to  employees  whc 
\long  to  unions  the  officers  of  which  have  not  filed  non-communist  affidavi/ 
ThE.  Committee  report  includes  the  following  statements: 

"It  may  be  stated  that  the  bill  carries  no  funds  for  penalty _ mail  co^ts 
under-sthe  Act  of  June  28,  1944,  consistent  with  the  recommendations  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  the  action  of  the  House  in  eliminating  funds  for  such  cos  .,s/from  all 
appropriation  bills  recently  reported." 


for  addi- 


/-ices,  the 


Library  of 'Congress :  "With  respect  to . the . nume rous  other  inert 
tional  positions  to  expand  present  activities  or. to  set. up  new 
committee  hal\taken  substantially  the  same  position  as  it  .took  afyear  ago.  At 
.that  time  it  wlfcs  clearly  stated  that  one  of  the  principal,  reas^ps  for  disallow¬ 
ing  the  veiy  substantial  expansion  proposed  by  the  Library  wap  the  committee's 
firm  opinion  that^the  Library  should  be  held  to  its  currentJEevel  until  such 
time  as  the  Congress,  by  appropriate  legislative  action,  apprehensively 
spells  out, the  future  role  and  status  of  the  Library.  .TJp  Library  has  gradually 
evolved  over  the  years-  to  the  point  where  it  functions  Jn  many  respects  as  a 
national  library.  The  \asic  question  is  s imply . whe thw  the  Library  is  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  expand  its  e lab ate  and  numerous  services,^r  cpntinue  at  approxi¬ 


mately  its  current  level  £%d  on  its  present  basis,  whether  it  is  to  func- 


tion  as  a  library  primarilyffor  the  benefit  of  th^Congress  and  governmental  I 
agencies.  Until  that  quest! 6$  is  resolved  through  appropriate  legislative, 
processes  and  action,  it  is  tb^.  present  intent J/dn  of  the  committee. to  continue 
to  deny  proposals  for  enlarging  present  servijils  and  for  establishing  new 
services  and  activities." 

Motion— pic ture  project :"This  commiu^e  expressed  the  desire  that  before  another 
budget  was  presented,  the  whole  matto^r  maintaining  a  motion— pic  ture  activity 
*in  the  Library  should  be  restudied  wi^rview  to  determining  the  extent  to  which 
it  is  practicable  for  the  Government  JftxW a rry  on  this  kind  of  activity. and 
whether  or  not  the  Library  of  Congress  id\thc  logical  agency  for  administration, 
if  it  is  determined  that  the  expenditure  o% public  funds  for  such  purpose  is 
necessary*  It  was  testified  in  i^fe  hearingl^ythis  year  that  the  Library  expectsj 
to  be  ready  at  an  early  date  to./present  proposed  legislation  on  this  subject 
for  consideration  by  the  appropriate  legislative  committee.  It  is  the  opinion 
of  the  committee  that  whatevpb  incidental  and  mi^pr  costs  may  be  entailed  in  j 
looking  after  the  collection  in  the  meantime  should  continue  to  be  mot  from  thoj 
main  appropriation  of  the  fLi br ary  rather  than  settl^  up  a  special  appropriate 
as  proposed  in  the  budgo$r  estimates." 


Office  of  Super  in  tend^fl.  of  Documents:  "This  Office  proposed  several  increases 
involving  app ro ximatj^y  62  additional  employees  and,  arn^g  other  .things,  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  establishing;*  regional  publication  sales  stores  throughout  the  country. 
The  committee  hasjfenied  these  requests  and  has  provided  irawbhe  bill  an  in¬ 
creased  sum  approximating  the  amount  required  to  meet  st atrophy  pay  increases, 
"For  genejpl  expenses  of  the  Office,  the  committee  is  re^emmending 
U600,000  in  lieu  of  the  budget  request  of  4608,100.  Within  the%pmount  granted 
it  rill  be  possible  for  the  Office  to  make  certain  installations^rich  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  Jesuit  in  more  economical  and  efficient  handling  of  its^jju.siness*  . 

"Thee  committee  has  been  inquiring  into  the  methods  of  accounting  for  the 
annual  appropriations  of  the  public  Printer  and  made  the  following  s^atemen 
the  repbrt  on  the  first  deficiency  bill:  #  - 

"’The  committee  was-  appalled  to  learn  that  the  accounting  system  a£>  the 
Government  Printing  Office  has  not  recognized  appropriate  differentiation  oe- 
tween  fiscal  years  either  with  respect  to  congressional  printing  and  bin<%ng, 
orfwork  done  for  Government  departments,  A  thorough  investigation  of  thisk^ 
situation  is  now  being  conducted  by  the  committee  and  will  be  made  the  sub  jtp 
of  further  comment  in  connection  with  the  legislative  appropriation  bill  for 
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CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  6419 


May  11,  1948.— -Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

Air.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  5891 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  589,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


House  Calendar  No.  2 1 3 

H.  RES.  589 

[Report  No.  1918] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

May  11, 1948 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve 

3  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 

4  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  hill  (II.  R.  6419) 

5  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  cer- 

6  tain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood 

7  control,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of  order 

8  against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general 

9  debate,  which  shall  he  confined  to  the  hill  and  continue 

10  not  to  exceed  one  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 

11  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Com- 

12  mittee  on  Public  Works,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend- 
18  ment  under  the  five-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 


2 


1  consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee 

2  shall  rise  and  report  the  hill  to  the  House  with  such  amend- 

3  ments  as  may  have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 

4  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments 

5  thereto  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except 
G  one  motion  to  recommit. 
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1948 

O’Brien 

Rayburn 

Pace 

Passman 

Redden 

Regan 

Patrhan 

Richards 

Peden 

Riley 

Peterson 

Rockwell 

Phillips,  Tjenn. 

Rogers,  Fla 

Pickett  X 

Sabath 

Poage 

Sadowski 

Preston 

Sasscer 

Price,  Fla.  S 

s,  Smathers 

Price,  Ill. 

Tfimith,  Va. 

Priest 

Somers 

Rains 

Spence 

Rankin 

Stahiey 
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Stockman 

Nodar 

Rohrbough 

Stigler 

Teague 

O’Toole 

Rooney 

Stratton 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Pfeifer 

Russell 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Tollefson 

Philbin 

Scoblick 

Thompson 

Trimble 

Plumley 

Scott.  Hardie 

Welch 

Vinson 

Poulson 

Sheppard 

West 

Wheeler 

Powell 

Sikes 

Whitaker 

Whitten 

Rees 

Smith,  Wis. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Whittington 

Rivers 

Snyder 

Williams 
Wilson,  Tex. 
Winstead 
Wood 
Worley 


NAl 
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Allen,  Calif. 

GilletteX 

Michener 

Allen,  Ill. 

Gillie  \ 

Miller,  Md. 

Anderson,  Calif.  Goff  \ 

Miller,  Nebr.  . 

Arends 

Goodwin  \ 

Morton 

Arnold 

Graham 

.Muhlenberg 

Auchincloss 

Grant,  Ind. 

'Murray,  Wis. 

Bakewell 

Griffiths 

Nicholson 

Banta 

Gross 

Nilipn 

Bates,  Mass. 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Non»gll 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

O’Hafa 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Hale 

O’KonEti 

Bishop 

Hall, 

Owens  X 

Elackney 

Edwin  Arthur  PattersonV 

Boggs,  Del. 

Hall, 

Phillips,  Calif. 

Bolton 

Leonard  W. 

Ploeser  '  ' 

Bradley 

Haileck 

Potter  \ 

Bramblett 

Hand 

Potts 

Brehm 

Harness,  Ind 

Ramey 

Brophy 

Harris 

Reed,  Ill. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Harvey 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Buck 

Herter 

Reeves 

Buffett 

Heselton 

Rich 

Burke 

Hess 

Riehlman 

Busbey 

Hinshaw 

Rizley 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Hoeven 

Robertson 

Canfield 

Hoffman 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Carson 

Hope 

Ross 

Case,  N.  J. 

Jenison 

Sadlak 

Chadwick 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

St.  George 

Chiperfield 

Jensen 

Sanborn 

Church 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Sarbacher 

Clason 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Clevenger 

Jonkman 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Coffin 

Judd 

Scott, 

Cole,  Kans. 

Kean 

Hugh  D„  Jr. 

Cole,  Mo. 

Kearns 

Scrivner 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Keating 

Seely-Brown 

Corbett 

Keefe 

Shafer 

Cotton 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Short 

Coudert 

Kilburn 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Crawford 

Knutson 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Crow 

Landis 

Smith.  Kans. 

Cunningham 

Latham 

Smith,  Maine 

Curtis 

LeCompte 

Smith.  Ohio 

Dague 

LeFevre 

Stefan 

Davis,  Wis. 

Lewis,  Ky. 

Stevenson 

Dawson,  Utah 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Sundstrom 

Devitt 

Lichtenwalter 

Taber 

Dirksen 

Lodge 

Talle 

Dolliver 

McConnell 

Taylor 

Domengeaux 

McCowen 

Tibbott 

Dondero 

McDonough 

Towe 

Eaton 

McDowell 

Twyman 

Elliott 

McGarvey 

Vail  » 

Elsaesser 

McGregor 

Van  Zandt 

Elston 

McMahon 

Vorys 

Engel,  Mich. 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Vursell  •  / 

Fellows 

MacKinnon 

Wadsworth  / 

Fenton 

Macy 

Walter  / 

Fletcher 

Maloney 

Weichel  / 

Foote 

Martin,  Iowa 

Wigglesworth 

Fulton 

Mason 

Wolcott 

Gamble 

Mathews 

Wolv^rton 

Gavin 

Merrow 

Wojraruff 

Gearhart 

Meyer 

Youngblood 

NOT  VOTING— 

Andersen, 

D’Ewart  / 

Kearney  . 

H.  Carl 
Andresen, 
August  H. 


Dorn 
Ellis 
Engle,  Ca 


Kee 

Keogh 

Kirwan 


Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Fuller  y 

Kunkel 

Barden 

GallaalTer 

Lane 

Barrett 

HartO 

Larcade 

Battle 

KfnjKey 

Lea 

Beall 

Hubert 

Lemke 

Bell 

.Hedrick 

Love 

Bender  t 

'''Heffernan 

Ludlow 

Boykin  f 

Hendricks 

Lusk 

Buchanan  ' 

Hobbs 

Lyle 

Butler  / 

Holmes 

McCulloch 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Meade,  Ky. 

Chelf  ' 

Jarman 

Meade,  Md. 

Clark. 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Miller,  Calif. 

Clippinger 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Miller,  Conn. 

Crosser 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Mitchell 

DaXvson,  Ill. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Multer 

£)eane 

Jones,  Wash. 

Mundt 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote: 

Mr.  H.  Carl  Andersen  for,  with  Mr.  Plumley 
against. 

Mr.  Deane  for,  with  Mr.  Gallagher  against. 
Mr.  Boykin  for,  with  Mr.  .Hartley  against. 
Mr.  Chelf  for,  with  Mr.  Nodar  against. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  for,  with  Mr.  Scob- 
lick  against. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas  for,  with  Mr.  Thomas 
of  New  Jersey  against. 

Mr.  Dorn  for,  with  Mr.  Andrews  of  New 
York  against. 

Mr.  Lane  for,  with  Mr.  Kunkel  against. 

Mr.  Crosser  for,  with  Mr.  Miller  of  Con¬ 
necticut  against. 

Mrs.  Lusk  for,  with  Mr.  Hardie  Scott 
against. 

General  pairs  until  further  notice:  J 
lr.  Jones  of  Washington  with  Mr.  Engle  Of 
Calsprnia.  / 

Mr\Wilson  of  Indiana  with  Mr.  Hebert 
Mr.  (Sjase  of  South  Dakota  with  Mr  ./Kee. 
Mr.  Poylson  with  Mr.  Sheppard.  / 

Mr.  Augyst  H.  Andresen  with  Mr.  Philbin. 
Mr.  Benafer  with  Mr.  Hobbs,  y 
Mr.  Butler  with  Mr.  Sikes.  / 

Mr.  Beall  with  Mr.  Lyle. 

Mr.  Kearney  Whh  Mr.  Lea, 

Mr.  Love  with  sir.  Clark?' 

Mr.  McCulloch  with  yj/t.  Hart. 

Mr.  Meade  of  Kentucky  with  Mr.  Hedrick. 
Mr.  Mitchell  withjliar.  Thompson. 

Mr.  Mundt  with  RJt.  West. 

Mr.  Rohrbough /with  Mf.  Jones  of  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  Rees  with^Mr.  Battle.’ 

Mr.  Clippin^r  with  Mr.  Dawson  of  Illinois. 
Mr.  Barrett  with  Mr.  LarcadeS, 

Mr.  D’Ewert  with  Mr.  Kirwan. 

Mr.  Fuller  with  Mr.  Keogh. 

Mr.  Vjlelch  with  Mr.  Pfeifer. 

Mrvemith  of  Wisconsin  wi,th  Mr.  Rooney. 
My.  Snyder  with  Mr.  Heffernan. 

Stratton  with  Mr.  Powell. 

/Mx.  Russell  with  Mr.  O’Toole. ' 
with  Mr.  Multer. 


Hagen  changed  his  vote  from 
"nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  PLOESER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members  may 
have  five  legislative  days  in  which  to 
revise  and  extend  their  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

Mr.  BUSBEY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 


^Mr.  RANKIN  asked  and  was  given  per-/ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  the  remark^ 
he  made  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whme 
and  include  statistics. 

Mr.  GATHINGS  asked  and  was/given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  article'  appear¬ 
ing  in  the  West  Memphis  Nests. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER  askgQ  and  was 
given  permission  to  exteijd  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  two  articles 
on  the  subject  of  extending  trade  pacts 
and  an  editorial  on  the  subject  of  coop¬ 
eratives.  / 

Mr.  MORGAN  , asked”  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  inelude  an  editorial  appear¬ 
ing  in  the  American  Medical  Association 
and  one  appearing  in  the  Washington 
Post.  J 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  two  instances  and  include  in 
one.  an  editorial. 

,Mr.  THOMPSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  statement. 

Mr.  McGREGOR  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  LICHTENW ALTER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  a  newspaper 
article. 

Mr.  McMAHON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  radio 
address. 

Mr.  BAKEWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  REED  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  an  address  by 
T.  Albert  Potter. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an 
article.  I  am  informed  by  the  Public 
Printer  that  this  will  exceed  two  pages 
of  the  Record  and  will  cost  $213,  but  I 
isk  that  it  be  printed  notwithstanding 
tHat  fact. 

le  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
notvHihstanding  the  cost,  the  extension 
may  b^made. 

There-.was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.]\ 

Mr.  COLE  pf  New  York  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  news¬ 
paper  article  and  an  editorial. 
WATER-FILTRATION  PLANT,  HIGHLAND 
FALLS,  tf.  Y. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
take  from  the  Speaker’s  table  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2359)  to  authorize  the  payment 
of  a  lump  sum,  in  the  amount  'qf  $100,- 
000,  to  the  village  of  Highland  Falls, 
N.  Y„  as  a  contribution  toward  the  cost 
of  construction  of  a  water-filtration 
plant,  and  for  other  purposes,  with  Sen¬ 
ate  amendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the 
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Senate  amendments,  and  ask  for  a  con- 
fence  with  the  Senate. 

le  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts?  [After  a  pause.]  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  appoints  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conferees:  Messrs.  Bates  of 
Massachusetts,  Arends,  Cole  of  New 
York,  BROOKSXand  Sasscer. _ . 

PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND 
HARBORS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  submitted  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  589,  Rept. 
No.  1918),  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  In 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill,  H.  R.  6419,  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repairs,  and  preservation  of  cer¬ 
tain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill 
are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general  de¬ 
bate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and 
continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall 
rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  to  final  passage  without  inter¬ 
vening  motion  except  one  motion  to  re¬ 
commit. 


■  —  AQRBBMEWTg  -  BETWBBW-CftRRIEHB-  -  — 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 

1  call  up  House  Resolution  §81  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  221)  to  amend  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  with  respect  to  cer-  / 
tain  agreements  between  carriers.  Tha  / 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be 
fined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed 

2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
trolled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  rfjinor 
ity  member  of  the  Committee  oy  inter 
state  and  Foreign  Commerce,  the.-hill  shall 
be  read  for  amendment  under  the'  5-minute 
rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  for  amendmafit,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  rise  and  report/the  bill  to  the 
House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have 
been  adopted  and  the  preylous  question  shall 
be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  with¬ 
out  intervening  motion  except  one  motion 
to  recommit. 

Mr.  ALLEN  .df  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  yield  myself  as  much  time  as  I  may 
require. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  provides 
consideration  for  H.  R.  221,  a  bill  to 
amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  with 
respect  to  certain  agreements  between 
earners. 

/I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  necessity 
for  me  to  go  into  a  detailed  explanation 


of  the  bill.  It  is  practically  the  same 
bill  as  H.  R.  2536,  which  we  considered 
here  December  10,  1945.  At  that  time 
we  debated  the  bill  for  2  hours.  And 
after  all  of  the  aspects  and  ramifications 
of  the  bill  were  understood,  we  passed 
it  by  a  vote  of  277  to  45.  The  bill  was 
reported  in  the  Senate,  but  died  on  the 
Senate  Calendar  without  having  been 
considered.  Now  the  House  must  go 
through  the  mechanics  of  passing  the 
bill  again. 

But  allow  me  to  review  briefly  the  sit¬ 
uation  which  makes  this  legislation  nec¬ 
essary.  At  present,  common  carriers — 
especially  the  railroads — are  caught  in 
a  strangle  hold  between  two  Federal 
statutes.  The  first  requires  them  to  do 
certain  acts  while  the  antitrust  division 
contends  it  is  unlawful  for  them  to  do 
the  very  acts  required  of  them  by  the 
first. 

Under  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
carriers  are  required  to  join  with  one  an¬ 
other  in  establishing  through  routes  and 
joint  rates.  They  are  required  to  make 
agreements  with  respect  to  interchange 
f  cars  and  equipment  between  carriers A 
shad  on  a  number  of  other  subjects.  Nov 
de&pite  the  fact  that  railroads  are 
quirted  by  the  Interstate  Commerce/Act 
to  ent?r  into  these  agreements  witff  one 
anotherv  the  Department  of  Justice  has 
sought,  atad  is  seeking,  to  prosecute  them 
under  the  antitrust  laws  for  tljd'  very  acts 
required  of  Njem  by  law. 

For  more  titan  50  years,  afe  a  matter  of 
convenience,  rates  have  fyefen  worked  out 
between  the  raiNpads  stfnd  the  shippers 
by  a  system  that  is  sometimes  referred 
to  as  a  conference  smem,  or  as  a  system 
by  agreement.  Upfdea  this  system,  the 
members  of  the  rjallroacKassociation  meet 
and  discuss  ratyproblem^nnd  try  as  best 
they  can  to  amve  at  an  Agreement.  If 
they  arrive  aft  an  agreementSqf  what  the 
new  rate  wifi  be  on  a  particula^commod- 
ity,  theyydren  send  out  notices'^  inter¬ 
ested  scuppers.  The  shippers  aW  then 
given^n  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  to 
protest  if  they  wish.  But  nine  timeNput 
of/ten  the  shippers  and  the  railroads 
ree  on  a  certain  rate.  The  rate  is  thef 
led  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com-1 
mission  and  becomes  effective  if  no  pro¬ 
test  is  made  within  30  days. 

Everybody  thought  these  agreements 
were  perfectly  legal,  proper,  and  in  the 
public  interest  until  somebody  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  came  up  with  the 
suggestion  that  such  agreements  are  in 
violation  of  the  antitrust  law,  and  since 
then  the  Government  has  instituted  sev¬ 
eral  suits  against  the  railroads,  and  they 
threaten  more  suits  unless  something  is 
done  to  prevent  them.  This  bill  is  de¬ 
signed  to  do  just  that — to  prevent  the 
Department  of  Justice  from  interfering 
with  a  trade  practice  which  has  been  rec¬ 
ognized  for  more  than  50  years  and  which 
was  recognized  as  being  in  the  public 
interest. 

This  bill  exempts  a  certain  class  of 
agreements  between  the  railroads  from 
the  antitrust  laws,  while  at  the  same 
time  protecting  the  public  from  price¬ 
fixing  practices  which  would  be  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  public  welfare.  This  safe¬ 
guard  is  provided  by  requiring  approval 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 


of  these  agreements  between  railroads 
and  by  specifically  prohibiting  certair 
agreements. 

Under  the  rule,  2  hours  has  beery&l- 
lowed  to  debate  this  bill.  The  Rules Com¬ 
mittee  thought  that  a  sufficient  amount 
of  time  in  view  of  the  fact  thatywe  have 
all  had  the  benefit  af  2  houryof  debate 
on  the  same  bill  less  than  18  rffonths  ago. 
Other  than  providing  consideration,  the 
rule  does  not  give  any  special  protection 
for  the  bill.  Amendments  may  be  offered 
to  it  under  the  5-minute  rule  and  points 
of  order  may  be  raised  against  the  bill, 
although  I  doubt  tbfat  the  bill  is  vulner¬ 
able  in  that  respect. 

I  think  that  t jte  previous  vote  on  a  bill 
which  was  practically  identical  to  this 
one  shows  that  an  overwhelming  major¬ 
ity  of  you  will  favor  this  bill,  and  I  doubt 
that  it  will  require  any  special  urging  on 
my  par^to  secure  adoption  of  this  reso¬ 
lution^  passage  of  the  bill. 

Speaker,  I  yield  30  minutes  to  the 
gepftleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath], 

Ir.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  the 
Chairman  of  the  Rules  Committee  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen]  has 
stated,  it  is  true  that  we  passed  a  similar 
bill  in  1945,  but  it  is  claimed  that  this  is 
a  better  bill  than  that  one.  If  this  is  a 
better  bill,  perhaps  if  we  wait  another 
couple  of  years,  the  committee  will  report 
a  still  better  bill,  and  one  which  is  more 
just  to  the  shippers  and  consumers.  The 
underlying  reason  for  bringing  out  this 
bill  is  of  course  to  preclude  the  State  of 
Georgia  and  the  United  States  from  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  its  action  against  the  rail¬ 
roads  which  are  charged  with  being  guilty 
of  violating  the  antitrust  law.  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  deprive  the  courts  of 
the  right  to  pass  upon  that  important 
question.  Whether  these  railroads  are 
guilty  or  not,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
neither  the  Department  of  Justice  nor  the 
State  of  Georgia  would  have  proceeded 
against  them  unless  they  had  sufficient 
evidence  to  justify  the  action.  The  bill 
before  us  is  in  the  interest  of  the  railroads 
that  desire  to  agree  between  themselves 
as  to  rates.  The  bill  favors  the  steel,  oil, 
and  other  big  shippers,  and  will  operate 
against  the  smaller  shippers  and  natu- 
fally  against  the  consumers.  I  know 
lat  the  gentlemen  who  have  prepared 
t nk  views  of  the  minority,  which  I  con- 
sidefva  very  splendid  and  honest  resume 
of  cof^itions  will  explain  later  on  the 
unjustimable  desire  and  insistence  upon 
passing  ttes  legislation  before  the  courts 
can  act  on^t. 

So  I  shallSaot  dwell  any  further  upon 
the  provision^  of  the  bill,  because  the 
gentleman  whoNigned  the  minority  re¬ 
port,  the  gentlem&p  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
O’Hara],  has  dev6ted  much  time  and 
study  to  the  bill  anchcan  explain  it  more 
satisfactorily  and  in  mpeh  clearer  terms 
than  I  possibly  can. 

But  I  do  say  this:  You  gteitlemen  claim 
you  want  free  enterpriser. Free  enter¬ 
prise — I  hear  that  every  da\  This  ac¬ 
tually  kills  free  enterprise.  l\o  not  see 
how  you  will  be  able  to  justify  y)im’selves 
in  voting  for  the  bill.  Of  cour 
railroads  want  it.  So  I  know  that’ 
be  passed,  because,  unfortunately, 
have  a  way  of  misleading  Congress 
legislative  bodies  in  such  smooth 
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H.  R.  4129.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jerline 
Flojd  Givens  and  the  legal  guardian  of  Wil¬ 
liam  Earl  Searight,  a  minor; 

H.  EU.4130.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dennis 
(Dioneslo)  Fernandez; 

H.  R.  4631.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Antonio 
Villani; 

H.  R.  5035.  An  act  to  authorize  the  attend¬ 
ance  of  the  United  States  Marine  Band  at 
the  Eighty-seccteid  National  Encampment  of 
the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  to  be  held 
in  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  September  26  to  30, 
1948; 

H.  R.  6118.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
certain  individual  Indian  land  on  the  Flat- 
head  Reservation  to  the  §tate  of  Montana; 

H.  R.  5137.  An  act  to  amend  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1924,  as  amended; 

H.  R.  5262.  An  act  to  authorize  the  sale 
of  individual  Indian  lands  acquired  under 
the  act  of  June  18,  1934,  and,  under  the 
act  of  June  26,  1936: 

H.  R.  5543.  An  act  granting  the  Consent  of 
Congress  to  Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co., 
to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  dam 
in  the  Lumber  River;  \ 

H.  R.  5651.  An  act  authorizing  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  convey  certain  lands 
In  South  Dakota  for  municipal  or  public 
purposes; 

H.  R.  5805.  An  act  to  extend  the  time 
within  which  application  for  the  benefits  of 
the  Mustering-Out  Payment  Act  of  1944  may 
be  made  by  veterans  discharged  from  the 
armed  forces  before  the  effective  date  of  such 
act;  and 

H.  R.  5963.  An  act  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  courthouse  to  accommodate 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

BILL  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  May  7,  1948  pre¬ 
sent  to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a 
bill  of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  6055.  An  act  making  appropriations 
to  supply  deficiencies  in  certain  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord¬ 
ingly  (at  6  o’clock  and  25  minutes  p.  m.) , 
under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
May  12,  1948,  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETCf 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were’  taken  frctfn  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as/follows: 

1538.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  transmitting  a  letter  fron/the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  United  States  Arm/,  dated  March 
3,  1948,  submitting  a  report;  together  with 
accompanying  papers  and  am  illustration,  on 
a  review  of  reports  on  the  Mississippi  River 
between  the  Missouri  Ryver  and  Minneapolis, 
for  construction  of  a/liarbor  at  Davenport, 
Iowa,  requested  by  {/resolution  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rivers  aha  Harbors,  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  adopted  on  March  21,  1945  (H. 
Doc.  No.  642);  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  and  offered  to  be  printed,,  with  one 
illustration. .  * 

1539.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  Feb- 
ruaryyi9,  1948,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with/kccompanying  papers  and  illustrations, 
on/a  preliminary  examination  and  survey 
of,  and  a  review  of  reports  on  rivers,  lakes, 
and  canals  of  central  and  southern  Florida 


for  flood  control  and  other  purposes,  made 
pursuant  to  congressional  authorizations  (H. 
Doc.  No.  643);  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  five 
illustrations. 

1540.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
March  22,  1948,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  illustrations, 
on  a  preliminary  examination  and  survey  of 
Pillar  Point,  Halfmoon  Bay,  San  Mateo 
County,  Calif.,  authorized  by  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act,  approved  March  2,  1945  (H.  Doc. 
No.  644);  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with  two  illustra¬ 
tions. 

1541.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1947,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  one  illustra¬ 
tion,  on  a  preliminary  examination  and  sur¬ 
vey  of  Mystic  River,  Mass.,  authorized  by  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  on  March  2, 
1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  645);  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  with 
one  illustration. 

1542.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 


1909).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ELSTON;  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  H.  R.  5181.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army  to  exchange  certain  prop¬ 
erty  with  the  city  of  Kearney,  Nebr.;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1910).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GOODWIN:  Committee  dn  Ways  and 
Means.  H.  R.  5608.  A  bill  tp  amend  para¬ 
graph  1007  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1911).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana:  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  5612.  A  bill  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  free  importation  of  evergreen 
Christmas  trees;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1912).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF:  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  H.  R.  5641.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
free  importation  of  salt  brine-  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1913).  Referred  to 
the  Corhmittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
Stat^of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ELSTON:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 

_ _  ^  ices.  H.  R.  5642.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Sec- 

Army  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief  retary  of  the  Navy  to  grant  to  the  East  Bay 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  Feb-  Municipal  Utility  District,  an  agency  of  the 


ruary  12,  1948,  submitting  a  report,  together 
with  accompanying  papers  and  an  illustra¬ 
tion';  on  a  preliminary  examination  and  sur¬ 
vey  of  channel  at  Charleston,  South  Slough, 
Oreg.,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  on  March  2,  1945  (H.  Doc.  No. 
646) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and 
ordered  to  be  printed,  with  one  illustration. 

1543.  A  letter  from  the  Acting’  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  enhance  further  the  security  of  the 
United  States  by '  preventing  disclosures  of 
information  concerning  the  cryptographic 
systems  and  the  communication  intelligence 
activities  of  the  United,  States;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary.' 

1544.  A  letter  frqm  the  ^resident.  Board  of 

Commissioners,  District  of  Columbia,  trans¬ 
mitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed. bill  to  provide 
for  the  removal  of  weeds  front  lands  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  /  \ 


TS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC* 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XHI,  report^ 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana:  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  H.  R.  6500.  A  bill  making 
appropriations  for  the  legislative  branch  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for 
other  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1906) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  House  Joint  Resolution 
395.  Joint  resolution  to  extend  the  time  for 
the  release,  free  of  estate  and  gift  tax,  of 
powers  of  appointment;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1907). 

Mr.  BLACKNEY :  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  S.  657.  An  act  to  amend  the  Pay 
Readjustment  Act  of  1942,  as  amended,  so 
as  to  authorize  crediting  of  service  as  a  cadet, 
midshipman,  or  aviation  cadet  for  pay  pur¬ 
poses.  and  for  other  purposes;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  1908).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLACKNEY :  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  S.  1525.  An  act  to  provide  for 
furnishing  transportation  for  certain  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  other  personnel,  and  for  other 
purposes;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No. 


State  of  California,  an  easement  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  a  water  main  in 
and  under  certain  Government-owned  lands 
comprising  a  part  of  the  United  States  naval 
air  station,  Alameda,  Calif.;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1914).  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BLACKNEY :  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  H.  R.  5758.  A  bill  to  amend  fur¬ 
ther  the  Armed  Forces  Leave  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended,  to  permit  certain  payments  to  be 
made  to  surviving  brothers  and  sisters,  and 
nieces  and  nephews,  of  deceased  members 
and  former  members  of  the  armed  forces; 
with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1915).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana.  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  6242.  A  bill  to  con¬ 
tinue  until  the  close  of  June  30,  1949,  the 
present  suspension  of  import  duties  on  scrap 
iron,  scrap  steel,  and  nonferrous  metal  scrap; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1917).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 

-on-  tha..  State  at  tt*. . Unijon.  . .  . . 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  589.  Resolution 
providing  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  6419,  a 
bill  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and 
preservation  of  certain  public  works  on  rivers 
and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  control, 
and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1918).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

GRANT  --  dismal  -- Committee 


on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  5965.  A  bill  to 
amend  jtyragraph  813  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930;  within  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1919). 
Referred  t\the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  thevState  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McDOWBLL:  Committee  on  Un-Amer¬ 
ican  Activities.  '•Tteport  on  the  Communist 
Party  of  the  United  States  as  an,  advocate 
of  overthrow  of  government  by  force  and 
violence;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
1920).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LOVE:  Committee Non  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service.  S.  1082.  An\act  to  credit  cer¬ 
tain  service  performed  by  employees  of  the 
postal  service  who  are  transferred  from  one 
position  to  another  within  tlf^  service  for 
purposes  of  determining  eligibility  for  pro¬ 
motion;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  1921). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  tn^  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  Rublic 
Works.  S.  1305.  An  act  to  amend  sections  24 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  so  as  to  provide 
that  the  States  may  apply  for  reservation 
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Drtions  of  power  sites  released  for  entry,  lo¬ 
cation,  or  selection  to  the  State  for  highway 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
1922fW  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole 'House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  GRAHAM:  Committee  on  the  Judici¬ 
ary.  H.  I '>2766.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2  of 
an  act  en&ed  “An  act  to  provide  for  the 
establishment,  of  a  probation  system  in  the 
United  States 'courts,  except  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,”  approved  March  4,  1925,  as 
amended  (18  U.  aC  C.  726);  without  amend- 
■  ment  (Rept.  No.  1928) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  WholeYHouse  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  H.  R.  3402.  A  biKto  extend  the  au¬ 
thorized  maturity  date  Sf  certain  bridge 
revenue  bonds  to  be  issued,  in  connection 
with  the  refunding  of  the  acquisition  cost  of 
the  bridge  across  the  Missouri  Hfver  at  Rulo, 
Nebr.;  with  amendments  (Rept\No.  1924). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar 

Mr.  ELSTON:  Committee  on  Arn^d  Serv¬ 
ices.  H.  R.  3883.  A  bill  to  authorise  and 
direct  the  Secretary  of  War  to  transfer  f»the 
Territory  of  Alaska  the  title  to  the  Atony 
vessel  Hygiene;  with  amendments  (Rept. 
1925).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  th\ 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ELSTON:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  H.  R.  4032.  A  bill  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  law  relating  to  the  naval 
service  so  as  to  authorize  the  delegation  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  of  certain  discre¬ 
tionary  powers  vested  in  the  President  of 
the  United  States;  with  an  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  1926) .  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  DOLLIVER:  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  H.  R.  4114.  A  bill 
to  amend  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  to 
permit  certain  expenditures,  and  for  other 
purposes;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  1927). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  Public 
Works.  H.  R.  4190.  A  bill  to  amend  the 
General  Bridge  Act  of  1946;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1928).  Referred  to  the 
House  Calendar. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce.  H.  R. 
4816.  A  bill  to  amend  section  624  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  so  as  to  provide 
a  minimum  allotment  of  $250,000  to  each 
State  for  the  construction  of  hospitals;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1929).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ELSTON:  Committee  on  Armed  Serv-, 
ices.  H.  R.  5283.  A  bill  to  provide  for  tbfi 
disposal  of  surplus  sand  at  Fort  Story,  Vlf; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1930). /Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on'  Public 

Works.  H.  R.  5509.  A  bill  to  "  authorize 
Defense  Homes  Corporation  to  convey  to 
Howard  University  certain  lands  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 
with  amendments  (Rept.  ;No.  1931).  Re¬ 

ferred  to  the  Committee  at  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO:  Committee  on  Public 

Works.  H.  R.  5750.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
extension  and  improvement  of  post-office 
facilities  at  Los  Ajatgeles,  Calif.,  and  for  other 
purposes;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No.  1932). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the^tate  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DONDERO :  Committee  on  Public 

Works.  H.  R.  5842.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
acquisition  of  additional  land  along  the 
Mount  Vernon  Memorial  Highway  in  ex¬ 
change  for  certain  dredging  privileges,  and  for 
othe!r  purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1933).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 


Mr.  FELLOWS:  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  H.  R.  5922.  A  bill  relating  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  reentry  permits  to  certain  aliens;  with 
an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  1934) .  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LEONARD  W.  HALL:  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce.  H.  R. 
5889.  A  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of  title 
VT  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  to  the 
Virgin  Islands!  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 
No.  1935).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  TWYMAN:  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  6208.  A  bill  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  collection  and  publication  of 
statistical  information  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
1936).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York:  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means.  H.  R.  6275.  A  bill  to  exempt 
from  estate  tax  national  service  life  insur¬ 
ance  and  United  States  Government  life  in¬ 
surance  in  certain  cases;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1937) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  YOUNGBLOOD:  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service.  H.  R.  6293.  A  bill 
•to  amend  the  act  of  June  19,  1934,  providing 
fqr  the  establishment  of  the  National  Av-y 
chives,  so  as  to  provide  that  certain  fee 
collected  by  the  Archivist  shall  be  available 
for  disbursement  in  the  interest  of  the^Ta- 
tional  Archives;  without  amendment  j/tept. 
No.  1938T\  Referred  to  the  Committeerof  the 
Whole  Honee  on  the  State  of  the  Ujnon. 

Mr.  HESEVTON :  Committee  on., interstate 
and  Foreign  commerce.  H.  R.  6339.  A  bill 
to  amend  theNorovisions  of  thjtfe  VI  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  relating  to  stand¬ 
ards  of  maintenance  and  operation  for  hos¬ 
pitals  receiving  aid>mder  *nat  title;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  Hp.  /»39) .  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the^Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 


REPORTS  OF  CjJMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE 
BILLS  /&D  RESOLuVoNS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIl\  reports  of 
committee/  were  delivered  to  tjtie  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  tire,  proper 
calendi/\  as  follows: 

Mr .  JlLSTON:  Committee  on  Armed  'Serv¬ 
ices/'  H.  R.  5836.  A  bill  to  authorize Vhe 
Sectary  of  the  Army  or  his  duly  authoriz 
representative  to  quitclaim  a  perpetual  ease's 
ent  over  certain  lands  adjacent  to  the  /ort ' 
/ Myers  Army  Airfield,  Fla.;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  1916) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public  bills 
and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Indiana: 

H.  R.  6500.  A  bill  making  appropriations 
for  the  legislative  branch  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  HINSHAW: 

H.  R.  6501.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  civil  transport  aircraft  adaptable  for 
auxiliary  military  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  FERNOS-ISERN : 

H.  R.  6502.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Organic 
Act  of  Puerto  Rico;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  GRANT  of  Indiana: 

H.  R.  6503.  A  bill  to  repeal  the  war  tax 
rate  on  the  retail  sale  of  jewelry,  furs,  and 
toilet  preparations,  and  to  reduce  the  war 
tax  rate  on  the  retail  sale  of  luggage;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 


By  Mr.  PACE: 

H.  R.  6504.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  sale 
Muscogee  County,  State  of  Georgia,  of 
soil  at  the  Fort  Benning  installation; 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  PETERSON  (by  request \ 

H.  R.  6505.  A  bill  to  incorporate  the  Army 
and  Navy  Union;  to  the  Commute  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BEALL: 

H.  R.  6506.  A  bill  to  authorial  the  granting 
of  Federal  aid  with  respect  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  certain  toll  bridged  highways,  and 
tunnels;  to  the  Committ/i  on  Public  Works. 

By  Mr.  HUBER: 

H.  R.  6507.  A  bill  to/Smend  subsection  602 
(F)  of  the  Nationa/Service  Life  Insurance 
Act  of  1940,  as  ameiaded,  to  authorize  renewal 
of  level-premium/erm  insurance  for  a  second 
5-year  period,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  NORBLAD: 

H.  R.  650/  A  bill  to  amend  section  1501 
(b)  (1)  4fi)  of  the  Second  War  Powers  Act, 
1942,  so/s  to  authorize  the  exercise  of  certain 
power/conferred  by  such  act  with  respect  to 
nitrogenous  compound  necessary  to  the 
manufacture  and  delivery  of  nitrogenous  fer¬ 
tilizer  materials  for  export;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois: 

H.  R.  6509.  A  bill  to  provide  an  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  reconstruction  and  repair  of 
public  facilities  in  the  State  of  Illinois  which 
were  destroyed  or  damaged  by  a  recent  tor¬ 
nado;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  REEVES: 

H.  R.  6510.  A  bill  to  encourage  the  con¬ 
struction  of  rental  housing  accommodations 
by  permitting  certain  deductions  in  com¬ 
puting  net  income  for  income-tax  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  RIZLEY : 

H.  R.  6511.  A  bill  to  amend  section  2402 
(a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  to  repeal  section  2402  (b)  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  6512.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  issuance 
of  a  silver  certificate  bearing  the  portrait 
of  Franklin  Delano  Roosevelt;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana: 

H.  R.  6513.  A  bill  to  exclude  from  gross  in¬ 
come  lump-sum  payments  for  service  as  avi¬ 
ators  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 

By  Mr.  HARRIS: 

H.  J.  Res.  399.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
Uhited  States;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju¬ 
diciary. 

3y  Mr.  GAMBLE: 

H.  Cite.  Res.  197.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
continues  the  Joint  Committee  on  Housing 
beyond  khy'ch  15,  1948,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

1EMORIALS 

Under  clause  3,pf  rule  XXII,  memorials 
were  presented  arul  referred  as  follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  State  of'-Michigan,  memorial¬ 
izing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  take  emphatic  and  positive 
action  under  the  laws  of  out,  land  to  prevent 
and  estop  any  person,  groufcn  or  assembly 
from  the  continuance  of  teachmgs  or  actions 
which  have  as  their  basis  the\motives  to 
destroy  our  America;  to  the  Compiittee  on 
Un-American  Activities. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature*®!  the 
State  of  Michigan,  memorializing  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
with  respect  to  the  limitation  of  petrolet 
exports;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  ant! 
Foreign  Commerce, 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

May  26  (legislative  day,  May  20),  1048 
Referred  to  the  ( ’ommittee  on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Pepper  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Holi  jANd)  to  the  bill  (Id.  II.  6419)  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain  public  works  on 
rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation  and  flood  control,  viz: 
At  the  appropriate  place  in  the  section,  “Authorizing  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys”,  insert  the  following: 

1  For  flood  control  and  major  drainage,  navigation,  and 

2  allied  water  uses,  all  streams  and  creeks  in  northwest  Florida. 

3  including  the  Suwannee  River  Basin  and  the  area  west 

4  thereof,  and  for  the  purpose  of  this  investigation,  the  study 

5  shall  include  the  headwater  area  of  these  streams  and  creeks 

6  in  Georgia  and  Alabama. 
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•power  at  its  •coEipnnd*. gujiT$.  thp.  .int  erest-s  of  this  orogram  and  protect  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  this --Ration  by  refusing,  to  .pry.  inflati-ahary- "rices,  so  op.  of  which  ,.nre 
already  in  evidence,  as-  a* respite;  af  -anticipatory  buying , ' •  especially  in  connection 
iith  cotton,  .  f',p  yy  ’.  -  V'.; 

nThe  Ado  ini  strati  on  estinates  contain  an  anount  of,  $110 » 00.0/, OQO  j 
T)Ui%hase  of  tobacco*  While  there  nay  he  reasons  for  the  purchase  of 
..tobaflco  there  is  serious  doubt  as  to  how  .much tobacco  'should- he  pur  erased  dur¬ 
ing  this  uoriod.  of  dire  need  for  nore  substantive  aid,  and,  purchases  in  the 
luxury  9at ego ry  should  he  very  carefully  scrutinized,  / 

'  nIt  \s  contemplate!  tCq -purchase  sone  $24,600,000  worth  of  afip.l,  -While 
wool  is  a.  oonno dity  necessary  in  the /general  rehabilitation  ofyufope,  every 
effort  shouM  he  mad.e  to  purcha.se  the  type  of-,  wool  'that  willpteervc  -the  intended 
purpose  at  thlLlowost  vossible  cost,  The  Connodity  Credit  Corporation,  for  ex¬ 
ample,.  has  ove^240,C00,00O  pounds  of  .wool,  one^hplf  •  •  of  -  itf< o£  the  lower-grade 
variety  not  salable  in- the  United- States  and-  purchased  at'  a  cost  of  42  cents 
•per  pound.  It  i  s  looped  that  both  pur -own.  and  the  European  economy  can  he  aided 
by  the  movement  of  \his  wool  into  export.  Cotton  clotn  purchases  arc  to  he 
ma.de  in. .an  estimate  cdmkmount  of  $72,600,000.  In  this;'itcm  especially,  hut  .also 
'  in  many,  other  items  contemplated  in.  the  program,  if  would  scorn  that,  the  faw 
material  ra.ther  than  tho*  finished  product  should J&c  exported  in  order  that  the 
expense  of  manufacture  ,ir\this  counter  nay  he.  abided  or  minimized  and  at  the 
sane,  tine -the  people  of  Europe  given  a  grpater.-’opuortunity  to  produce  for  their 
own  needs.1’  -  :W 

'nThe  committee  is  not  whMly  satisfied 'with  the  large-scale  mechanization 
of  farms  -  in-  participating  -  countries  that  jt*s,  apparently  proposed  in  the  program. 
.The-  shortage  of  steel  and  netrolcum  throughout  the  world,  plus-  the  general  un¬ 
familiarity  of  tho  average  Europeflfi  farmer  with  mechanical  farm  equipment  night 
prove  costly  and,  in  the  final  anel\g^s,  unproductive.  While  farm  production 
must  further  he  increased  in  those  ^cmntrips^  the  proportion  of  large,  farms  that 
lend  themselves  to  production  by  rj€e,ns\c>f  mechanized  equipment  .is  Snail.  This 
program  should  he  embarked,  upon  ylth  exTOC.ne  caution,  and  should  not1  require 
the  $81,500,000  estimated -for  tifis- purposafe1 n  ^  ' 

”It  is  the,  sense  of -the  /fommittce-  thr.v^rcliof  in  the  form  of  grants  should 
he  limited  insofar  as  nract^&able  tr-  food,  fttel,  fertilizer,  a.nd  seed.  The 
-commit tee  is-  of  the  furthojf  opinion  that  gran^fe  should  he^  limited'  insofar  as 
practicable  to  these  countries  which  arc  una.hlc^to  pay  for  the  required  imports 
through  increased  production*  Ho  European  nr.t  io  nLwant  s  to  remain  on  a.n  indef¬ 
inite  dole  from  anothd^  nation  and  no  nation  can  Uttfig  afford,  to  export  it's  sub¬ 
stance  to.  another  nation  without 'a  break— down  in.  ites^wn  economy..  -  Sacrifices 
must  he  made  by  a.l  j/  a.nd  each  country*  s  sacrifice  should  he  understood  by  each 
other  country. **  / 


AGRICULTURAL  APJ#0PRIATI0E  BILL,  13491  ,.The  Rul.es  CommitteVreportcd,  H. Re's.  .624, 
agreeing  to  tpe.  conference  requested.'  by  tho  Senate  on  thi-s  d^ll»  R.R*  :5883 

(pp.  7284,  J?S6)  . 

.  £rm  ■  ,,  <- 

MT I  ORAL  K)RE  ST.  The  Agriculture  Committee  feu  artel  with  ane-ncto&ct  s  S.  1090, 
remove jt. he  limitation  governing  cxcha.nge s  of  certain  lands  in  th^Superior 
Rational  Forest,  liinn. ,.  to  safeguard  and  .consolidate  ...area.s  of  oxccp^ionhl  pub- 
licv^nt crest  (H.Rcut.  ’2186)  (p.  7286).  • 

GQ^nSR  REMAT0DE.  .The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  2137, 
/to  provide  for  the  'protection  o.f  potato,  and  tomato  -'roduct icy  -from  the 

nematode  (H.ReptV  2187)  (p.  7286). 

IMERGERCY  POWERS,  n  Agreed  to  the  ccnfercr.cc  report  an  H.R.  6653,-  to  continue 
until  June  30,  1949',  certain  allocation  and  export- impart  cent, rods  Cpp.7258- 
Por  -nr o visions  of  the  hill  as  reported  by  the. "conference  commit  ^ee  sec  Digest  9. 


V  NAVAL  APR ROPRIATION  BILL,  -19 
\  (pp.  724^57). 


ed  without  anondnent  'this  hill,  H.R. 


■TH.  Conferees  were  appointed  on  S. J.Res.  9^,  to  provide  for  nenbers 
jticirsation  by  the  U..S..  in  the  World  Health  Organization  (p.  ~\2T)l)'«/ 
for  ees  were  appointed  June  2*.  / 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


6. 


FLOOD  CONTROL.  Passed' with  enend.no  nts  HHEU,  64l$,  ■authorising  the  construction,, 
repair,  and  preservation  of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  ' end  harbors  for 
navigation  and  flood  control  (pp*  7257~7d)»  Title  I  of  the-  bill  is  the  pro- 
posed  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act  of  1942 ,  and  Title  XI  is  the  proposed  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  194s •  " 


10. 


PERSONNla^.  Agreed  to  conference  report  9 n  H.R.  423^,  tq  abend  the  Ci^il  Service 
Act  to  rebove  certain  discrimination  with  respect  -to  the  appoi^rocnt  of  phys¬ 
ically  haiXcapped  persons  (p*.  T2.1K) .  This  hill  will  new  be  sjfnt  to  the  President. 

•  •  \  ■  ■  y  1 

VIRGIN  ISLANDSX  The  Rules  Connittpe  reported  a  resolution  Wor  the  -consideration 
-  of  H.R.  5904,  t^L  incorporate  the  Virgin  Islands  .• -Corporation  (pp.  7224,  -J2o6). 


11* 


FEDERAL  SECURITY  SUBMENTAL  .IPPROPRIATIOH  BILL,  1^)/  Conferees  were  appoint¬ 
ed  on  this  bill,  H.Rk' £>355  (p»  722 4) .  The  bill  was^passed  by-  the  -Senate  ear¬ 
lier  in  the  day  (sec  X.cn  27)* 


12. 


FOREST  SERVICE.  The  Agriculture  Connitt'ee  orden^d  reported  (but  did  not  actu¬ 
ally  report)  H.R.  2022,  thaWForest  Service  fiscal  onnibus  bill  (p.  D5S6). 


13- 


RESEARCH.  The  Interstate  and  J^r.eign  Connearce  Connit-tca  ordered  reported  (but 
did  not  actually  report)  H.R.  boCJ,  to  e^ablisir  a  Rational  Science  Eoundation 
•(p,  D523).  X  /  HI 


EXPENDITURES.  Rep.  Reed,  N.Y. ,  urged^re  duct  ions  in  Government  sp.cnding  and  in¬ 
serted  a  Wall.  Street  Journal  artic^  X  the  subject  (pp.  7240-l) .  : 


l4. 

15*  RERSONNEL.  Rep.  Snathers,  Fla.,yfpoke  in  fX”01,  of  -pay  raises  for  Federal  en- 

16. 


ployees  (p.  7243). 


HOUSING-.  Rep.  Hardy,  Va. ,JFjolZe-  in  favor  of  .'tl-iV  TEW  housing  bill  (p.  7245)  • 
Received  a  VFW  petition  favoring  the  TEW  housing^, cill  (p*  J2£>j)  » 


17- 


BUILDINGS  AND  GRCUHBS.  H.R.  60O6,  by  Rep.  D* Ewart,  MoX^ »  to  authorize  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  AgricijT^ure  to  accept  buildings  and  inprov events  constructed  and  af¬ 
fected  by  the  Buffalo  Rapids  Earns  Associations  on  pro  je'cV lands  ■  in  < the  Buffalo 
Rapids  water  /,o  nsorvation  and  utilization  vroject  and  canceling  certain  indebt¬ 
edness  of  association.  To  Agriculture  Committee.  (p.  7X6 . ) 


WATER  TR^SPORTATION.  S.  2799  *  by  Sen.  Cpp  chart ,  Ind. ,  to  provide  for  ascer¬ 
taining  the  econonic  justification  for  proposed  improvement s  to.  tBe  inland 
wategffays  of  the  U.S.  To  Interstate  and  Foreign  Conn  or  co  ConnittcX  (p.71^6.) 


FEDERAL  AID;  EDUCATION.  S.  2201,  by  Sen.  Kilgore, W.Va.  (-for  hinself  anV  Sons.  - 
Horse,  Ore.,  and  Magnuson,  Wash.),  to  ..assist  ,  the  S-fcrtos  in  the  removal  c 
adult  illiteracy  by  the  developnent  and  naint e nance  cf  special  --ro grans 
basic  elementary. .education  for  adults.  To  Labor  and  Public  •  Welfare  Conn  it  ft 
Cp.  '7l66.)  Renarks ;of  author  in  which  he  referred  to  the  -crcontage  of  illil 
eracy  anong  ,ffarn  dwellers.  ”  - 


1948 

\  Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
'having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
&L  R.  6772)  making  appropriations  for 
tfle  Department  of  the  Navy  and  the 
Nf\al  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1949,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  directed  him  to  report  the  bill  back 
to  thev  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  t\e  bill  do  pass. 

Mr.  pLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  bill  to  final 
passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEMLER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was\ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  thircttime  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.-^  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  .11. 

The  bill  was  passed 

A  motion  to  recons  er  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

WORLD  HEALTH  OR  ANIZATION 
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Mrs.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
unanimous  consent  to 
Speaker’s  table  the  joi 
(S.  J.  Res.  88)  providing 
ship  and  participation  by 
States  in  the  World  Health 
tion  and  authorizing  an  app 


eaker,  I  ask 
from  the 
resolution 
member- 
e  United 
-  rganiza- 
riation 


Mr.  KLEIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  include  in  his  remarks  made 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  an  editorial 
from  the  New  York  Post. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


Mr.  THOMAS  of  Texas  asked  and 
given  permission  to  revise  and  exte: 


Mr.  CARROLL  asked  and  was  givett 


remarks. 


therefor,  with  a  House  amdhdment 
thereto,  insist  on  the  House  amendment, 
and  agree  to  the  conference  asl^d  by 
the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  jfynt 
resolution. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  fror 
Ohio?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair^ 
hears  none,  and  appoints  the  following 
conferees:  Mrs.  Bolton,  Mr.  Judd,  and 
Mr.  Courtney. 

NAVAL  VESSELS 

Mr.  HESS.  *  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
desk  the  bill  (H.  R.  4721)  to  remove  the 
statutory  limit  of  appropriation  ex¬ 
penditures  for  repairs  or  changes  to  a 
vessel  of  the  Navy,  with  a  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  thereto,  and  concur  in  the  Senate/ 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amendment 
as  follows: 

Page  2,  strike  out  lines  8,  9,  aiyif  10,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  insert  : 

“Sec.  2.  No  funds  appropriated'for  the  re¬ 
pair  or  alteration  of  any  naval  Vessel  shall  be 
utilized  to  make  any  repairs  or  alterations  to 
a  vessel  which  result  in  ar  change  of  the 
category  or  type  of  such  Vessel,  unless  such 
funds  have  been  specifically  made  available 
for  such  purpose.” 

The  SPEAKER ./ Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio? 

There  was  n/ objection. 

The  Senatqramendment  was  concurred 
in. 

A  motiqrf  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Extension  of  remarks 

f.  ISACSON  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
ecord  and  include  certain  extraneous 
laterial. 


permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  GRAHAM  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  letter  written  by 
Representative  McConnell. 

Mr.  DAGUE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec 
ord  and  include  an  address  recently  de¬ 
livered  by  Representative  Gillie. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  McDOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  tomorrow,  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  legislative  program  of 
the  day  and  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered,  I  may  be  permitted' 
to  address  the  House  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn-i 
syl  vania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

WATER  FILTRATION  PLANT,  HIGHLAND 
FALLS,  N.  Y.  /  . 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts/  Mr.. 
Speaker,  I  call  up  the  conference  report! 
on  the  bill  (H.  R.  2359)  to  authorize  the’ 
payment  of  a  lump  sum,  in  Jifie  amount; 
of  $100,000,  to  the  village.Of  Highland 
Falls,  N.  Y.,  as  a  contribution  toward  the! 
cost  of  construction  of  aAvater-filtration: 
plant,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement* 
of  the  managers  on / ne  part  of  the  House 
be  read  in  lieu  of  tile  report. 

The  Clerk  rea# the  title  of  the  bill. 
The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to. 
he  request  or  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
chusettsj/ 

'heresms  no  objection. 

e  Cflerk  read  the  statement. 

(Ftor  conference  report  and  statement, 
see/p^oceedings  of  the  House  of  June  2, 
1943.  )\  I 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  mot 
table. 


FLOOD  CONTROL  ACT  OF  1948 


in  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

CONSTRUCTION  AT  MILITARY  INSTALLA- 
V  TIONS 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  call\up  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  (S.U676)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  War  tQ  proceed  with  con¬ 
struction  at  military  installations,  and 
for  other  purposes;  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read 
in  lieu  of  the  report.  S 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  June  2, 
1948.) 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
table.*  * 


Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  589  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes, 
and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are 
hereby  waived.  That  after  general  debate, 
which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  con¬ 
tinue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for 
amendment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise 
and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  provides 
consideration  for  H.  R.  6419,  a  bill  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and 
preservation  of  certain  public  works  on 
rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Those  of  you  who  were  Members  of 
this  House  during  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress,  and  previous  Congresses,  will 
remember  that  two  omnibus  bills  were 
reported  each  year.  The  Committee  on 
Rivers  and  Harbors  reported  one  omni¬ 
bus  bill,  and  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control  reported  another.  You  will  re¬ 
member  that  the  Legislative  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Act  of  1946  vested  the  functions  of 
the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Committee  and 
the  Flood-Control  Committee  in  the 
Public  Works  Committee. 

I  have  reviewed  the  history  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  by  which  these  bills  were  former¬ 
ly  reported  only  to  emphasize  the  re¬ 
markable  job  the  Public  Works  Commit¬ 
tee  has  done  on  the  bill  this  year.  The 
omnibus  rivers,  harbors  and  flood- con¬ 
trol  bill  they  have  reported  this  year  calls 
for  an  expenditure  of  less  than  the  om¬ 
nibus  bills  reported  in  past  years.  The 
members  of  the  Public  Works  Committee 
have  recognized  the  stringency  of  our 
present  Federal  finances,  and  they  have 
reported  a  bill  which  will  cost  less  than 
legislation  for  like  purposes  in  the  past 
25  years. 

Every  project  in  the  bill  has  been 
screened  and  rescreened  by  the  commit¬ 
tee,  and  every  project  has  had  a  favor¬ 
able  report  from  the  Army  engineers. 
The  bill  now  Includes  32  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors  projects  in  14  States,  and  13  flood- 
control  projects  in  10  States.  All  of  this 
construction  is  of  an  urgent  nature,  or 
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it  would  not  have  been  included  in  the 
bill. 

There  is  one  other  important  improve¬ 
ment  over  the  procedure  followed  in  past 
Congresses  in  reporting  similar  bills 
which  I  would  like  to  point  out  to  you. 
In  the  past,  authorization  for  prelimi¬ 
nary  examination  and  survey  items  have 
been  approved  as  a  matter  of  course. 
This  year,  however,  the  survey  items  have 
been  carefully  screened  by  the  commit¬ 
tee,  with  the  results  that  only  nine  sur¬ 
veys  have  been  approved.  This  new  pro¬ 
cedure  will  save  a  considerable  amount  of 
money,  and  will  prevent  the  waste  of  time 
and  efforts  to  surveying  projects  which 
obviously  are  not  feasible. 

Again  allow  me  to  compliment  the  work 
of  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works  for  their  diligence  in  re¬ 
porting  this  bill.  I  am  sure  that  it  will 
meet  the  approval  of  every  fair-minded 
Member  of  this  House. 

This  resolution  provides  1  hour  of  de¬ 
bate  on  the  bill,  and  waives  points  of  or¬ 
der  against  it.  I  am  sure  that  a  major¬ 
ity  of  you  recognize  the  value  and  the 
necessity  for  this  legislation,  and  there  is 
no  need  for  me  to  urge  you  to  vote  for 
this  resolution  providing  for  its  consid¬ 
eration. 

This  bill,  as  I  understand,  is  unani¬ 
mously  reported  by  the  committee.  There 
was  no  objection  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  remainder 
of  my  time,  and  I  now  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Coxl. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  no 
desire  to  consume  any  time  on  this  side. 

Mr.  RIZLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move, 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

TEMPORARY  EXTENSION  OP  CERTAIN 

PROVISIONS  OP  SECOND  DECONTROL 

ACT,  1947 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6659)  to  continue  for  a  temporary 
period  certain  powers,  authority,  and  dis¬ 
cretion  conferred  on  the  President  by 
the  Second  Decontrol  Act  of  1947,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  statement  of  the  mana¬ 
gers  on  the  part  of  the  House  be  read  in 
lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Wolcott]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House,  June  2, 
1948.) 

[Mr.  WOLCOTT  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
many  Members  know,  I  have  been  work¬ 
ing  for  months  to  find  ways  and  means 
to  channel  more  nitrogen  to  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmers.  As  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  which  investigated  the  nitro¬ 


gen  supply,  I  can  assure  you  that  there 
was  never  a  greater  need  nor  a  greater 
demand  for  nitrogenous  fertilizer  than 
there  is  today. 

In  my  studies  of  this  problem  I  found 
that  almost  28  percent  of  American 
manufactured  and  imported  nitrogen 
was  being  shipped  abroad  to  the  occu¬ 
pied  and  unoccupied  countries.  In 
round  figures  we  export  314,500  tons  of 
pure  nitrogen  annually  or  28  percent  of 
the  American  supply.  True  it  is  that 
253,000  tons  of  the  exports  are  manufac¬ 
tured  "by  the  Ordnance  Department  of 
the  Army  but  the  fact  remains  that  the 
Army’s  output  is  produced  in  American- 
made  plants  and  paid  for  with  American 
tax  dollars.  All  of  Army’s  production  is 
earmarked  for  shipment  to  the  occupied 
countries  of  Germany,  Japan,  and  Ko¬ 
rea;  and  61,000  tons  of  industrial  pro¬ 
duction  is  annually  requisitioned  by  the 
Federal  Government  'and  exported  to 
countries  around  the  globe.  Even  if 
every  pound  produced  by  American  in¬ 
dustry  and  the  Army  was  made  available 
to  the  American  farmers  they  would  still 
be  short  by  more  than  33,000  tons — and 
I  am  still  speaking  in  terms  of  pure 
nitrogen. 

Not  nne  of  the  six  nitrogen  plants  in 
the  bizonia  area  of  Germany  was  de¬ 
stroyed  during  the  war.  Shortly  after 
cessation  of  hostilities  all  were  put  into 
operation  and  production  has  continued 
almost  without  interruption.  With  the 
shooting  war  having  been  concluded  3 
years  ago  and  Germany’s  plants  going 
strong,  it  just  does  not  make  sense  that 
we  should  continue  to  supply  the  bizonia 
area  with  such  large  supplies  of  nitrogen, 
more  particularly  when  our  own  supply 
is  so  very  short. 

As  stated  above,  about  61,000  tons  of 
nitrogen  is  exported  annually  to  the  un¬ 
occupied  countries  of  France,  Greece, 
Turkey,  Philippines,  and  so  forth.  Army 
does  not  supply  this.  The  Government 
forces  private  American  manufacturers 
to  make  these  exports.  Early  this  year 
the  thought  occurred  to  me  that  the 
Army  should  reduce  the  amount  of  its 
supply  to  the  occupied  countries  of  Ger¬ 
many,  Japan,  and  Korea  and  in  turn  ab¬ 
sorb  all  exports  to  the  unoccupied  coun¬ 
tries.  This  would  make  available  to  the 
American  farmers  every  single  ton  man¬ 
ufactured  by  American  industry.  Even 
though  that  of  itself  would  not  entirely 
offset  the  short  supply,  it  would  go  a  long 
way. 

Earlier  in  the  year,  when  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Comittee  opened  hearings 
on  the  question  of  nitrogen  exports,  I 
appeared  before  the  committee  and 
urged  that  Army  be  required  to  absorb 
the  exports  to  the  nonoccupied  countries. 
In  all,  I  made  three  appearances  before 
the  committee  and  made  available  to  its 
membership  the  information  which  had 
been  gathered  as  a  result  of  our  investi¬ 
gation.  Of  course,  Army  officials  ap¬ 
peared  and  protested  my  proposal.  They 
claimed  that  they  could  not  absorb  any 
of  the  exports.  I  cited  undisputable 
figures  to  show  that  the  German  farmer 
was  receiving  at  least  10  percent  more 
of  his  fertilizer  need  than  was  the  Ameri¬ 
can  farmer,  that  production  was  up  in 
the  German  plants  and  that  to  say  the 
very  least  the  Army  could  reduce  the 


supply  to  Germany  and  other  occupied 
countries  sufficiently  to  absorb  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  50  percent  of  our  international 
exports.  .  - 

The  Banking  and  Currency  Committee 
accepted  our  views  on  this  matter.  I 
am  most  grateful  to  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee  as  well  as  other  members  of 
the  committee  for  incorporating  this 
amendment  in  the  bill.  You  have 
rendered  a  great  service  to  American 
agriculture.  This  marks  the  first  real 
step  toward-relieving  the  serious  short¬ 
age  of  nitrogen  among  our  farmers.  Oh, 
I  know  that  some  of  the  international 
moon-gazers  may  insist  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  will  seriously  affect  the  occupied 
program  or  that  the  production  of  food 
around  the  world  will  be  reduced.  But  I 
can  assure  you  that  no  such  thing  will 
happen.  After  all,  we  are  bleeding  the 
nitrogen  from  our  soil  at  an  alarming 
rate.  The  Department  of  Agriculture 
continues  to  set  high-production  goals. 
Without  nitrogen  the  goals  cannot  be 
met  and  the  fertility  of  our  lands  will  be 
further  impaired  in  the  effort  unless 
nitrogen  is  made  available. 

The  farmers  of  my  own  State  use  large 
quantities  of  nitrogen.  They  have  sent 
many  appeals  to  the  members  of  our 
State  delegation  urging  that  everything 
possible  be  done  to  stop  the  Government 
drain  on  the  short  supply.  In  my  effort 
to  accomplish  this,  I  have  had  the  most 
valuable  assistance  of  the  members  of 
my  delegation,  Mr.  Whitten,  Mr. 
Whittington,  Mr.  Colmer,  Mr.  Rankin, 
Mr.  Winstead,  and  Mr.  Williams.  All  of 
them  have  worked  hard  in  support  of  this 
amendment  and  have  rendered  a  real 
service  to  their,  farming,  constituents. 
There  are  hundred  and  hundreds  of 
farmers,  particularly  small  farmers, 
throughout  Mississippi  who  have  not 
received  one  single  pound  of  high  con¬ 
tent  nitrogen  fertilizer  this  year.  For 
them  and  their  families  nitrogen  means, 
as  we  often  say,  “a  crop  or  a  flop.”  By 
no  stretch  of  the  imagination  can  our 
Government  justify  the  exportation  of 
28  percent  of  its  supply  of  nitrogenous 
fertilizer  while  many  of  our  own  people 
are  without  nitrates  of  any  kind. 

I  am  for  this  conference  report.  It 
will  mean  that  for  the  next  fertilizer  year 
an  additional  100,000  tons  of  amonium 
nitrate  will  be  made  available  to  our 
farmers,  or,  if  the  nitrogen  is  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  form  of  domestic  nitrate 
fertilizers  it  will  add  between  200,000  and 
275,000  tons  of  such  to  the  supply.  The 
supply  will  still  be  short,  I  know,  but 
what  a  great  relief  this  will  be.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  urge  that  the  conference  report  be 
adopted  without  a  single  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  de¬ 
lighted  that  the  amendment  which  will 
result  in  allocating  additional  nitrogen 
to  our  farmers  is  to  be  adopted.  Here¬ 
tofore  61,000  tons  of  nitrogen  have  been 
shipped  overseas  from  commercially 
produced  stocks  of  this  fertilizer.  This 
nitrogen  represents  200,000  tons  of  am¬ 
monium  nitrate  or  300.000  tons  of  am¬ 
monium  sulfate,  so  I  am  told.  The 
fact  that  one-half  of  this  amount  will 
now  be  available'-for  domestic  needs  is 
most  gratifying  information  for  our 
farmers.  Thirty  thousand  five  hundred 
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tons  of  nitrogen  should  represent  100,- 
000  tons  of  ammonium  nitrate  or  150,- 
000  tons  of  ammonium  sulfate.  When 
given  the  proper  base,  it  will  represent 
about  250,000  tons  of  commerecial  fer¬ 
tilizer,  so  I  am  informed.  Congressman 
Tom  Abernethy,  of  Mississippi,  has 
rendered  fine  work  on  the  matter  of  free¬ 
ing  for  domestic  usages  commercially 
produced  nitrogen  which  heretofore 
has  been  shipped  overseas.  He  has 
made  a  strong  fight  in  this  direction  and 
I  have  joined  with  him  on  numerous  oc¬ 
casions  likewise  in  pushing  this  matter 
vigorously. 

Many  farmers  in  north  Louisiana  are 
extremely  short  of  nitrogen  fertilizer 
during  the  current  crop  year.  They  have 
been  writing  me  letters  pleading  for  ad¬ 
ditional  stocks  and  supplies  and  I  have 
recently  worked  with  the  Agriciffture 
Department  and  the  Commerce  Depart¬ 
ment  in  obtaining  the  cancellation  of 
certain  allocations  of  nitrogen  which  had 
previously  been  designated  to  Finland. 
Already  some  of  our  farmers  have  re¬ 
ceived  the  benefit  of  this  cancellation 
but  the'  shortage  of  nitrogen  fertilizer 
has  become  even  more  acute  as  the 
summer  progresses.  The  action  today 
of  this  House  will  result  in  making  avail¬ 
able  an  additional  amount  of  this  ma¬ 
terial  badly  needed  by  the  farmers  of 
the  agricultural  section  of  the  South. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  desire  more  time? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  No. 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous'  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 
A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Floeser]  may  be  given  indefinite  leave 
of  absence  due  to  urgent  personal  and 
family  reasons. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  following-  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Wolcott]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  following  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Abernethy]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

FLOOD  CONTROL  ACT  OF  1948 

Mr.  EONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 


Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the 
construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  6419,  with  Mr. 
Fulton  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  opportunity 
to  express  to  the  members  of  the  Public 
Works  Committee  on  both  sides  of  the 
•  aisle  my  very  deep  and  sincere  appre¬ 
ciation  as  chairman  of  that  committee 
for  their  splendid  cooperation,  and  their 
courteous  consideration  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  projects  which  are  contained 
in  this  bill,  as  we  bring  it  to  the  floor  of 
the  House  for  consideration  today. 

The  chairman  of  this  committee,  like 
a  number  of  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  served  his  apprenticeship  under 
the  able  and  distinguished  forjner  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Com¬ 
mittee,  the  late  lamented  Joseph  J. 
Mansfield,  of  Texas.  It  was  my  privi¬ 
lege  to  serve  under  him  for  14  years,  for 
many  of  those  years  as  the  ranking  mi¬ 
nority  member.  I  greatly  admired  and 
respected  him  for  his  integrity,  his  abil¬ 
ity,  and  his  statesmanship  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  rivers  and  harbors  projects 
for  a  decade  and  a  half. 

The  bill  which  the  committee  brings 
to  the  floor  today  is  an  unusual  {Dill  in 
several  respects.  First,  it  is  the  smallest 
bill  to  come  to  the  House  for  considera¬ 
tion  for  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  cen¬ 
tury,  small  in  number  of  projects  and 
small  in  the  total  amount  involved. 

The  bill  contains  45  projects,  32  of 
which  are  rivers  and  harbors  projects 
and  13  flood-control  projects.  They  are 
distributed  among  21  States  of  the 
Union  and  the  total  amount  of  money 
involved  is  less  than  $44,000,000. 

When  the  committee  considered  the 
projects  to  go  into  this  bill,  it  had  in 
mind  two  things:  First,  those  projects 
which  fell  into  the  category  of  emer¬ 
gency  or  where  the  conditions  were  of 
a  very  acute  nature,  and,  second,  such 
projects  as  would  yield  back  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  country  great  benefit  for  the 
amount  of  money  expended.  Certain 
of  the  projects  in  this  bill  will  return  a 
benefit  of  $5  for  every  dollar  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  in  their  construction. 

May  I  say  at  this  juncture  that  there 
are  many  projects  in  numerous  districts 
of  the  country  that  could  very  well  have 
been  included  in  this  bill.  But  there 
was  no  necessity  for  a  large  bill.  I  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  who  have  projects  in  their  dis¬ 
tricts  which  may  not  be  included  in  this 
legislation,  that  another  Congress  will 
be  here  within  the  next  7  months  to  con¬ 
sider  such  other  projects  as  may  be 
deemed  wise  for  construction.  Having 


in  mind  the  financial  condition  of  the 
land  it  was  thought  best  that  no  large 
omnibus  rivers  and  harbors,  and  flood- 
control  bill  should  be  presented;  second¬ 
ly,  I  might  cite  as  an  additional  reason 
that  the  backlog  of  projects  already  au¬ 
thorized  and  awaiting  appropriations  for 
their  construction  is  of  such  magnitude 
that  the  absolute  necessity  for  this  bill 
could  not  be  justified.  But  the  commit¬ 
tee  believed  that  a  small  bill,  of  small 
projects,  was  proper  to  present  to  the 
Congress,  as  I  have  just  indicated,  either 
where  conditions  were  acute  or  where 
an  emergency  existed. 

I  might  add  one  more  thing.  The  bill 
comes  to  the  House  without  any  con¬ 
troversy,  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  the 
committee.  Every  project  in  this  bill  has 
had  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Board  of  Army  Engineers,  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  then  the  proper  subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Public  Works  Committee,  under 
the  able  leadership  of  the  ranking  ma¬ 
jority  members,  the  gentleman  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Angell],  for  rivers  and  harbors 
projects,  and  under  the  able  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wilson],  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Flood  Con¬ 
trol.  In  addition  to  that,  it  might  be 
of  interest  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  last  25  years  the  commerce 
of  the  United  States — and  I  mean  by  that 
that  water-borne  commerce — has  almost 
doubled.  I  ask  you  to  listen  to  this 
record  of  increase  in  water-borne  com¬ 
merce  of  our  country. 

In  1920  it  was  399,000,000  tons,  in 
1925  it  was  433,000,000  tons,  in  1930  it 
was  520,000,000  tons,  in  1935  it  was  453,- 
000,000  tons,  in  1940  it  was  607,000,000 
tons,  and  in  1945  it  was  618,000,000  tons. 

That  simply  indicates  the  vast  increase 
in  the  commerce  of  our  country  and  re¬ 
quires  that  these  rivers  and  harbors,  and 
flood-control  projects  be  given  not  only 
attention  but  that  they  be  improved  in 
many  instances  to  accommodate  the 
deep-draft  vessels  built  during'the  war. 
It  is  vital  and  necessary  that  some  har¬ 
bors  and  channels  be  deepened,  widened, 
and  extended  in  order  to  accommodate 
those  ships  of  a  new  era  in  the  Nation’s 
history. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  just  wanted  to  com¬ 
mend  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee  upon  the  statement  that  he 
just  made,  because  while  we  realize  that 
it  may  not  be  the  appropriate  time  for 
great  public-works  programs  in  the  de¬ 
velopment,  of  rivers  and  harbors  and 
flood  control,  and  so  on,  at  the  same  time 
those  existing  projects,  where  they  do 
not  have  sufficient  water  in  depth  and 
width  in  the  channel  for  these  vessels 
to  navigate,  that  it  is  absolutely  essen¬ 
tial  and  necessary  that  these  improve¬ 
ments  be  made. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  gentleman  is  en¬ 
tirely  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  LARCADE.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
most  unusual  for  a  flood-control  bill  to 
be  considered  with  our  colleague  the  gen- 
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tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitting¬ 
ton]  not  being  present  to  make  a  presen¬ 
tation  on  the  part  of  the  Democratic  side; 
however,  due  to  unusual  circumstances, 
our  colleague  is  absent  with  good  reason. 
He  is  in  Mississippi  where  he  is  address¬ 
ing  the  graduating  class  of  his  college, 
where  he  likewise  graduated  50  years  ago, 
and  while  he  is  not  present  here  today, 
his  hand  and  guidance  will  be  disclosed 
in  the  record  of  the  hearings  on  the  bill 
which  we  are  now  considering. 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Whittington]  has  delegated  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Davis]  to 
place  in  the  Record  a  statement  in  con¬ 
nection  with  H.  R.  6419,  and  this  will  be 
done. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  one  of  the  members 
of  the  Public  Works  Committee,  I  desire 
to  commend  the  chairman  of  our  com¬ 
mittee,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Dondero],  and  the  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Angell], 
also  the  chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
on  Flood  Control,  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Wilson]  ,  on  the  result  of  their 
labors  on  this  bill  and  in  the  committee. 
Leadership  entails  responsibilities,  and 
they  have  discharged  their  obligations. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  one  who  represents  a 
district  and  State  susceptible  to  peren¬ 
nial  floods,  I  have  been  greatly  inter¬ 
ested  in  flood  control  and  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors  legislation  since  I  have  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Congress.  Before  the  Reor¬ 
ganization  Act  of  1946,  I  had  been  suc¬ 
cessful  in  obtaining  membership  on  both 
the  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Committees  of  the  House,  and  when 
these  committees  were  absorbed  by  the 
Public  Works  Committee,  I  was  again 
successful  in  keeping  my  place  on  that 
committee  to  give  such  service  as  was 
possible  by  virtue  of  my  membership  on 
that  committee  to  my  district,  State,  and 
Nation. 

The  other  provision  carried  in  the  bill 
and  which  is  also  covered  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  report  is  in  respect  to  making  au¬ 
thorization  for  funds  for  emergency  sit¬ 
uations  which  will  not  necessitate  a  spe¬ 
cial  authorization  each  time  that  there 
occurs  a  flash  flood  or  other  flood  which 
requires  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Corps 
of  Engineers  for  immediate  relief.  These 
situations  must  be  met,  and  if  funds  are 
not  available  for  immediate  relief,  de¬ 
lays  entailed  in  setting  the  legislative 
machinery  in  motion  to  act,  cause  undue 
hardship  and  in  the  end  are  more  costly 
than  by  having  funds  available  for  such 
purposes. 

In  this  connection,  I  wish  to  express 
my  appreciation  to  the  officers  of  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  for  their  interest, 
cooperation,  and  work  in  their  appear¬ 
ances  before  our  committee,  as  well  as 
for  the  manner  in  which  they  perform 
their  tasks  when  called  upon,  and  I  have 
just  learned  With  regret  that  one  of  the 
outstanding  men  who  has  been  serving 
as  Chief  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Gen¬ 
eral  Wheeler,  has  reached  the  statutory 
age  where  it  is  necessary  for  him  to  re¬ 
tire. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  distinguished  Chief 
of  Engineers,  General  Wheeler,  has 
served  his  country  Iji  peace  with  the 
same  distinction  and.  honor  which  he 


served  his  country  in  war,  and  I  know 
that  all  of  our  members  of  the  committee 
and  all  of  our  colleagues  who  have  come 
in  contact  with  General  Wheeler  join  me 
in  expressing  their  regrets  in  his  retire¬ 
ment,  and  wish  for  him  continued  suc¬ 
cess  and  happiness  in  the  days  to  come. 

While  it  is  true  that  in  the  particular 
bill  under  consideration  there  are  no  au¬ 
thorizations  for  Louisiana,  I  desire  to  say 
that  the  Congress  has  been  considerate 
of  the  problems  which  confront  us  and 
has  given  approval  to  legislation  and  ap¬ 
propriations  to  help  protect  Louisiana 
from  the  ravages  of  floods  which  have 
cost  us  so  much  in  destruction  of  prop¬ 
erty  and  loss  of  lives,  and  while  there  is 
yet  much  more  to  be  done  to  protect  us 
before  we  can  feel  safe  from  the  recur¬ 
ring  floods,  we  are  sympathetic  to  the 
problems  of  all  of  the  other  States  and 
desire  to  assist  in  any  way  possible  to  give 
them  the  same  consideration  and  protec¬ 
tion  which  we  ask. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
the  fact  that  the  waters  from  32  States 
must  pass  through  Louisiana  and  find 
their  way  to  the  Gulf  and  while  other 
States  have  similar  problems  from  time 
to  time,  I  do  not  believe  that  many  of 
the  other  States  have  the  same  constant 
threat  and  are  visited  with  disaster  as 
often  as  has  our  State,  but  I  repeat  that 
flood  control  is  a  national  problem  and 
wherever  and  whenever  any  protection  or 
relief  is  needed  by  any  part  of  the  Na¬ 
tion,  it  is  our  duty  to  give  protection  and 
relief  to  that  section  of  the  country,  and 
the  only  manner  in  which  to  accomplish 
this,  in  my  opinion,  is  to  make  annual 
substantial  appropriations  for  all  parts 
of  the  country  which  need  protection 
and  relief. 

Having  been  one  of  those  who  has  con¬ 
sistently  voted  against  giving  the  re¬ 
sources  of  this  country  to  foreign  nations, 
I  can  well  argue  that  it  is  our  obliga¬ 
tion  to  use  these  resources  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  our  own  people  and  our  own 
country. 

Our  distinguished  chairman  has  called 
our  attention  to  the  very  small  amount 
of  appropriations  which  will  be  involved 
in  the  authorizations  under  the  bill  un¬ 
der  consideration,  and  while  it  is  com¬ 
mendable  to  be  economical,  I  feel  that  we 
could  well  afford  to  make  authorizations 
and  appropriations  for  flood-control  and 
rivers-and-harbors  projects  to  protect 
the  property  and  lives  of  our  own  country 
and  people  rather  than  be  more  solici¬ 
tous  about'  the  welfare  of  other  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  two  points  in 
the  report  of  the  committee  which  strike 
me  as  being  of  special  importance  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  bill.  The  first  is  in  re¬ 
spect  to  the  attention  given  to  the  deep¬ 
ening  of  the  channels  of  our  rivers  and 
ports  to  accommodate  the  new  modern, 
large  tankers  and  ships  of  our  merchant 
marine.  The  committee  recognizes  these 
are  facts  which  confront  us  due  to  the 
increased  size  and  draft  of  ships  now  in 
use,  and  is  a  problem  which  must  be  met 
from  an  economic  and  practical  stand¬ 
point. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whit 


tingtcn]  be  permitted  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
before  discussing  briefly  the  pending  bill, 
as  the  ranking  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  I  would  like  to  make 
public  acknowledgment  in  behalf  of  the 
committee  to  the  distinguished  chair¬ 
man,  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Dondero]  for  his  uniform  courtesy, 
patience,  and  fairness  in  all  hearings, 
and  in  the  consideration  of  all  bills  that 
have  come  before  the  committee.  The 
chairman  has  familiarized  himself  with 
all  matters  that  have  been  considered 
by  the  committee.  I  pq/y  not  only  a  de¬ 
served  tribute  to  his  ability,  but  to  his 
fairness  in  the  conduct  of  the  work  of 
the  committee. 

I  would  also  like  to  say  that  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Rivers  and 
Harbors,  the  gentleman  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Angell]  and  the  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Flood  Control  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wilson]  con¬ 
ducted  full  hearings  with  opportunities 
to  those  who  advocated  and  opposed  the 
projects  that  were  submitted  to  the  Sub¬ 
committees  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  and 
Flood  Control.  They,  too,  were  cour¬ 
teous,  fair,  and  considerate. 

The  pending  bill  is  the  first  river  and 
harbor  and  flood-control  bill  submitted 
to  the  House  during  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress.  It  will  be  remembered  that  prior 
to  the  Reorganization  Act  authorizations 
for  rivers  and  harbors  were  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors, 
and  authorizations  for  flood  control  by 
the  Committee  on  Flood  Control.  The 
measure  under  consideration  is  for  very 
modest  authorizations.  Hearings  were 
conducted.  Published  hearings  are 
available  to  the  Members  of  Congress, 
and  there  is  a  full  report  with  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  projects  and  analysis  of  the 
two  titles  to  the  bill. 

TITLE  I 

Title  I  is  known  as  the  River  and  Har¬ 
bor  Act  of  1948.  It  authorizes  the  proj¬ 
ects  enumerated  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$20,887,900.  It  provides  for  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  examinations  and  surveys  described 
in  the  bill.  All  of  the  projects  have  been 
reported  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and 
recommended  for  adoption  by  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

TITLE  II 

Title  II  is  known  as  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1948.  It  authorizes  projects  few 
in  number.  The  estimated  cost  aggre¬ 
gates  $22,875,000.  All  of  the  projects  are 
covered  by  reports  that  have  been  pub¬ 
lished  and  are  available  to  the  Members 
of  Congress.  The  projects  are  described 
in  the  report  of  the  committee.  In  all  of 
the  projects,  the  benefits  exceed  the  cost. 
The  smallest  authorization  is  for  $100,- 
000.  The  largest  authorization  is  for 
$7,770,000. 

The  report  contains  an  analysis  of  the 
bill. 

PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATIONS  AND  SURVEYS 

In  addition  to  authorizations  for  the 
construction  of  projects,  the  bill  provides 
for  the  preliminary  examinations  and 
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surveys  named  in  the  bill  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  and  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

CONSTRUCTIVE  PROVISIONS 

A  constructive  authorization  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  bill.  It  authorizes  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  to  construct  small  flood- 
control  projects  not  specifically  author¬ 
ized  by  Congress  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers,  such  work  is 
advisable,  to  the  amount  of  $2,000,000, 
provided  that  not  more  than  $100,000  be 
allotted  to  any  single  locality.  It  often 
happens  that  the  public  interest  would 
be  promoted  and  protection  would  be 
accorded  by  the  immediate  construction 
of  small  projects  without  the  usual  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys,  the 
usual  reports  to  the  Congress,  and  the 
usual  authorizations  by  Congress.  Econ¬ 
omy  as  well  as  protection  will  result. 

Again  section  12  of  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1946  was  amended  with  respect  to 
repair,  restoration,  and  maintenance  so 
as  to  include  the  extending  or  other 
modification  of  the  flood-control  works. 

There  is  a  third  outstanding  author¬ 
ization  and  the  amount  of  this  author¬ 
ization  is  not  included  in  the  aggregate 
of  the  estimated  costs  of  the  projects 
authorized.  I  refer  to  a  permanent  au¬ 
thorization  of  $25,000,000  for  emergency 
flood-control  repairs. 

Heretofore,  in  1943,  1944,  1945,  and 
1947,  Congress  has  authorized  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  each  of  the  said  years 
of  from  $10,000,000  to  $15,000,000  for 
emergency  repairs.  All  of  the  amounts 
authorized  for  those  years  have  been 
appropriated.  The  pending  bill  is  the 
first  to  carry  a  permanent  authorization 
limited  to  no  one  year,  but  it  will  be 
available  for  floods  without  regard  to 
the  year  until  the  whole  amount  has  been 
authorized  and  expended.  The  author¬ 
ization  will  relieve  and  eliminate  the 
necessity  for  an  annual  authorization 
such  as  has  obtained  from  1943  to  1947, 
inclusive,  for  emergency  repairs.  I  re¬ 
gard  this  as  a  most  constructive  pro¬ 
vision. 

AUTHORIZATIONS 

For  general  flood  control  there  remain 
balances  of  authorizations  previously 
made  of  $1,441,308,600;  for  rivers  and 
harbors,  $1,615,691,000;  for  the  lower 
Mississippi  River,  $479,764,634;  or  there 
remains  authorized  a  total  of  $3,556,- 
764,234  for  rivers  and  harbors  and  flood 
control  in  the  United  States.  There 
should  always  be  an  adequate  backlog 
of  flood-control  improvements.  I  believe 
that  there  should  be  an  annual  author¬ 
ization.  Rivers  are  being  examined. 
Flood  control  is  important  on  many 
streams  on  which  report  has  not  been 
previously  submitted.  Authorization 
should  be  made  so  that  all  river  basins 
may  have  comparable  treatment. 

The  pending  bill,  as  I  stated,  is  for 
very  modest  authorizations.  The  com¬ 
mittee  plans,  during  the  next  Congress, 
to  report  a  general  authorization  bill. 
Heretofore  projects  have  been  approved 
and  authorizations  made  for  the  partial 
accomplishment  of  the  works.  Hereto¬ 
fore  the  authorizations  for  the  river 
basins  have  been  increased  in  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  Flood  Control  Act.  This  policy 
should  continue.  There  should  be  addi¬ 


tional  authorizations  for  the  construction 
of  works  along  all  the  principal  rivers 
between  the  Lakes  and  the  Gulf,  and  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  including  the 
Connecticut  River  Basin,  the  upper  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  Basin,  the  Ohio  River  Basin, 
the  Missouri  River  Basin,  the  lower  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  Basin,  the  Arkansas  River 
Basin,  the  White  River  Basin,  the  Los 
Angeles-San  Gabriel  River  Basin,  the 
Sacramento  River  Basin,  the  San  Joaquin 
River  Basin,  the  Kaweah  and  Tule  River 
Basins,  and  the  Willamette  River  Basin. 
While  the  remaining  authorizations  are 
apparently  large,  it  will  be  kept  in  mind 
that  the  annual  damages  from  floods  are 
much  larger. 

The  program  of  adequate  authoriza¬ 
tions  heretofore  adopted  by  Congress 
should  be  continued.  In  periods  of  un¬ 
employment  public  works,  including  flood 
control  and  river  and  harbor  improve¬ 
ments,  should  be  stepped  up.  There, 
should  be  an  adequate  backlog  of  such 
improvements.  It  is  for  the  Congress 
to  determine  the  amount  of  the  annual 
appropriations.  It  is  for  Congress  to 
determine  whether  construction  should 
be  increased  or  whether  it  should  be 
decreased.  Many  problems  are  involved. 
The  stabilization  of  wages,  the  ability 
to  obtain  materials  as  well  as  the 
stabilization  of  prices  are  to  be  consid¬ 
ered.  I  favor  the  passage  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill,  but  I  advocate  the  passage  of 
a  comprehensive  bill  during  the  next  Con¬ 
gress  to  provide  for  additional  authori¬ 
zations  as  projects  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Congress,  and  for  additional  author¬ 
izations  for  projects  in  all  of  the  great 
river  basins  heretofore  approved  by  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may 
require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  add  anything  to  the  remarks  made 
by  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
this  committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero].  I  do  want 
to  say  on  the  part  of  all  of  us  on  this 
side  of  the  committee,  however;  that 
we  have  been  delighted  with  the  fair¬ 
ness  exhibited  by  our  chairman.  Not 
only  is  he  fair  but  he  is  able.  He  is  very 
conscientious.  All  of  us  have  worked 
with  him  in  a  very  fine  spirit  of  agree¬ 
ment.  We  have  approached  all  of  these 
matters  with  thoroughness.  As  he 
stated  to  you,  all  of  these  projects  have 
been  considered  by  the  Army  engineers 
and  have  been  considered  adequately  by 
the  subcommittee.  The  gentleman  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Angell]  and  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wilson],  the  chair¬ 
men  of  the  two  respective  subcommittees, 
have  held  all  the  meetings  necessary. 
They  have  accorded  every  witness  who 
wished  to  be  present  and  to  be  heard 
every  opportunity  to  appear.  So  this 
bill  comes  to  you  with  a  unanimous 
report. 

We  recognize  that  a  great  many  proj¬ 
ects  should  be  authorized,  and  we  ex¬ 
pect  that  the  next  Congress,  under  the 
direction  of  this  committee,  will  con¬ 
sider  all  of  the  necessary  projects  and 
will  return  to  this  House  for  considera¬ 
tion  those  found  most  necessary.  This 
bill  contains  the  very  minimum  of  au¬ 
thorized  projects.  All  of  these  projects 
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have  been  carefully  examined  and,  as  I 
have  said,  the  bill  comes  to  you  with  a 
unanimous  report. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  commend  the  gen¬ 
tleman  on  his  fine  statement.  I  have 
heard  the  utility  of  flood-control  and 
rivers-and-harbors  projects  debated  and 
to  some  extent  questioned  in  recent  days. 
I  am  very  happy  to  know  that  this  bill 
comes  out  of  the  committee  with  a  unan¬ 
imous  report.  I  think  it  is  most  timely. 
I  think  any  time,  whether  it  be  in  pros¬ 
perous  times  or  bad  times,  is  a  proper 
time  to  use  our  energies  and  our  abilities 
for  the  development  of  our  country  and 
especially  for  the  development  of  the 
water  resources  of  our  country. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

May  I  add  that  in  the  light  of  recent 
sad  experiences  in  the  far  West  we  feel 
that  the  time  is  rapidly  approaching 
when  we  must  with  vision  and  certainly 
with  good  business  sense  approach  these 
serious  questions  in  the  control  of  the 
waters  of  this  country.  We  must  not 
have  destruction  in  the  years  to  come. 
We  must  see  that  the  dollars  spent  shall 
be  used  constructively. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  ranking  Member  on 
this  side  of  the  aisle,  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Whittington],  who  for 
so  many  years  performed  such  distin¬ 
guished  service  as  chairman  of  this  full 
committee,  is  in  the  State  of  Mississippi 
today  delivering  an  address  to  the  gradu¬ 
ating  class  of  Mississippi  College.  Fifty 
years  ago  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
got  his  degree  from  this  college.  He  has 
not  missed  a  single  session  or  any  of  the 
subcommittees  or  the  full  committee, 
and  we  feel  that  this  is  one  time  we  can 
properly  excuse  him  from  attendance 
on  the  presentation  of  a  bill. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  certainly  want  to 
express  my  appreciation,  and  I  think  I 
speak  for  the  members  of  the  majority 
on  the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  of 
the  splendid  cooperation  the  ranking 
member  of  the  committee,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitting¬ 
ton]  and  the  distinguished  gentleman 
who  is  handling  this  bill  from  the  minor¬ 
ity  viewpoint  today,  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Davis]  have  given  us  in 
the  preparation  of  this  legislation.  I  am 
sure  it  is  appreciated  by  all. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  I  yield  to  my 
distinguished  chairman. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  concur  in  every¬ 
thing  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  has 
said  regarding  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Whittington]  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee.  No  man  could 
be  more  cooperative  or  helpful  in  the 
work  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works, 
especially  that  having  to  Co  with  rivers 
and  harbors  and  flood  control,  than  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi,  a  very  dill- 
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gent  and  able  man.  We  consider  him  of 
the  greatest  value  on  this  committee. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  I  thank  my 
chairman.  We  do  feel  extremely  confi¬ 
dent  by  virtue  of  having  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero]  and  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whit¬ 
tington]  in  the  respective  places  they 
now  fill  on  this  important  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  my 
colleague  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Cooper]  may  extend  his  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  express  my  very  deep  appreciation 
to  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  on 
Flood  Control  of  the  Committee  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Works  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  and  the  members  of  the  full  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works  for  their  Very 
kind  consideration  and  the  courtesies 
extended  to  me  when  I  appeared  before 
the  subcommittee  on  April  14,  1948  in 
support  of  the  report  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  on  the  Mississippi  River  below 
Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  West 
Tennessee  tributaries.  I  am  also  grate¬ 
ful  to  the  committee  for  the  action  in 
including  this  project  in  the  pending  bill. 
As  I  stated  to  the  committee,  this  proj¬ 
ect  is  of  vital  importance  to  the  people 
of  west  Tennessee  and  especially  those 
of  the  District  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent. 

It  was  at  my  request  that  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Flood  Control  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  by  resolution  adopted 
April  26, 1944,  almost  exactly  4  years  ago, 
very  kindly  requested  the  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers  to  review  House  Document  No. 
188,  Seventy-second  Congress,  1st  ses¬ 
sion,  and  other  reports,  with  a  view  to 
determining  whether  improvements  for 
flood  control  and  drainage  are  advisable 
at  this  time  on  several  streams  and  their 
tributaries  in  western  Tennessee.  This 
resolution  is  as  follows: 

Resolved  by  the  Committee  on  Flood  Con¬ 
trol,  House  of  Representatives,  That  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  United  States  Army 
is  hereby  requested  to  review  those  portions 
of  House  Document  No.  188,  Seventy-second 
Congress,  1st  session,  covering  lands  in  Dyer 
County,  Tenn.,  and  in  Lauderdale  County, 
Tenn.,  subject  to  overflow  from  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River,  and  reports  on  the  Obion  and 
Forked  Deer  Rivers  and  tributaries,  Tennes¬ 
see,  covering  Dyer,  Lauderdale,  Lake,  Obion, 
Gibson,  and  Crockett  counties,  with  a  view 
to  determining  whether  improvements  for 
flood  control  and  drainage  are  advisable  in 
said  counties : 

I  might  also  add  that  Weakley  and 
other  counties  of  this  area  were  also 
included  for  this  investigation. 

In  order  to  comply  with  these  resolu¬ 
tions  the  Chief  of  Engineers  requested 
the  Mississippi  River  Commission  to 
make  a  report  to  him,  which  report  has 
been  made,  and  after  full  consideration 
of  said  report,  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
concurred  with  the  Mississippi  River 
Commission  and  has  recommended  that 
the  existing  project  for  flood  control 
and  improvement  of  the  lower  Mississippi 


River  adopted  by  the  act  of  May  15,  1928, 
as  amended,  be  modified  to  provide  for 
the  improvement  recommended  by  the 
Mississippi  River  Commission  at  an  es¬ 
timated  additional  cost  of  $7,700,000  for 
construction,  subject  to  the  usual  con¬ 
ditions  with  respect  to  cooperation  by  the 
local  interests. 

As  above  stated,  it  was  my  privilege  to 
appear  before  the  committee  in  support 
of  the  project  covered  in  the  report  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  which  had  been 
approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
and  I  desire  to  briefly  invite  attention  of 
the  House  to  some  of  the  points  that  I 
think  should  be  considered  in  support  of 
this  project. 

There  is  an  overflow  area,  above  the 
Mississippi  River  backwater  area,  along 
the  Obion  River  and  its  principal  tribu¬ 
taries,  which  comprises  about  310,000 
acres.  Frequent  overflows  have  caused 
abandonment  of  large  areas  of  cropland 
and  retarded  development  of  woodland. 
Inadequate  drainage,  due  to  insufficient 
outlets,  hampers  cultivation  and  reduces 
yields  within  the  limit  of  maximum  over¬ 
flow.  Local  interests,  through  organized 
drainage  districts,  have  constructed 
ditches  at  a  cost  of  many  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars  in  an  effort  to  provide  drainage  for 
this  area,  but  the  rivers  covered  in  this 
project  have  become  so  filled  up  and 
their  channels  so  congested  that  sufficient 
outlet  is  not  provided  to  afford  the  proper 
drainage  of  the  area.  These  local  inter¬ 
ests  appeared  at  public  hearings  held  by 
the  district  engineer  £t  my  home  town 
of  Dyersburg,  Tenn.,  as  well  as  several 
other  places,  and  expressed  their  desire 
for  improved  drainage  outlets  and  relief 
from  overflow  by  channel  improvement  of 
the  Obion  and  Forked  Deer  Rivers  and 
their  tributaries.  They  gave  assurances 
of  their  willingness  to  cooperate  by  fur¬ 
nishing  rights-of-way  and  the  usual  co¬ 
operation  provided  by  local  interests. 

The  district  engineer  made  a  very 
thorough  investigation  and  has  present¬ 
ed  his  report  and  recommends  a  plan 
contemplating  channel  improvements  as 
required  to  insure  adequate  outlets  on  the 
Obion  and  Forked  Deer  Rivers  and  their 
principal  tributaries.  The  Mississippi 
River  commission  recommends  that  the 
existing  project  for  the  lower  Mississippi 
River  be  modified  to  provide  for  improve¬ 
ments  on  the  Obion  and  Forked  Deer 
Rivers  and  their  principal  tributaries, 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  plan 
outlined  in  paragraph  27  of  the  district 
engineer’s  report. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  district 
engineer  advises  that  the  greatest  prob¬ 
lem  in  the  Obion  and  Forked  Deer  River 
systems  principally  concerns  the  inef¬ 
fective  drainage  of  farm  lands.  He  ex¬ 
presses  his  opinion  that  channel  im¬ 
provements  consisting  of  clean-out,  en¬ 
largement  and  realinement,  as  required 
of  the  Obion  and  Forked  Deer  Rivers  and 
their  principal  tributaries,  will,  by  re¬ 
ducing  the  extent  of  overflows  during 
the  crop  season  and  by  materially  re¬ 
ducing  the  duration  of  overflow  periods, 
provide  effective  drainage  for  118,000 
acres  of  cropland  and  present  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  development  of  60,000  acres 
of  woodland  for  agricultural  use.  The 
engineers  find  that  the  project  is  eco- 
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nomically  feasible  and  recommend  its 
approval. 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
channel  improvements  covered  in  this 
project  are  designed  with  capacities  suf¬ 
ficiently  large  to  eliminate  overflow  dur¬ 
ing  the  crop  season  on  a  considerable 
part  of  the  area  and  provide  drainage 
outlets  which  are  now  lacking.  Flood 
run-off  will  be  so  accelerated  that  the 
duration  of  the  overflow  periods  will  be 
materially  reduced.  The  overflow  area 
along  the  main  stems  of  the  Obion  and 
Forked  Deer  Rivers,  above  the  general 
effect  of  Mississippi  River  backwaters, 
and  along  their  principal  tributaries, 
comprise  about  310,000  acres.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  there  are  approximately  145,000 
acres  in  the  flood  plains  of  the  minor 
tributaries. 

As  the  situation  now  exists  the  chan¬ 
nels  of  these  rivers  and  many  of  the 
drainage  ditches  are  intermittently  filled 
to  a  considerable  depth  and,  in  many 
instances,  are  blocked  for  a  distance  of 
several  miles  with  sand,  silt,  stumps,  and 
drifts,  and  these  conditions  have  resulted 
from  inadequate  outlets,  insufficient  ca¬ 
pacity,  and  improper  maintenance  of 
these  streams. 

The  improvements  embraced  in  this 
project  are  vitally  needed  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  agriculture,  as  well  as  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  health  conditions  in  the  area, 
and  I  very  strongly  urge  that  the  proj¬ 
ect  be  retained  and  authorized  in  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  require 
to  the  gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Mansfield].  \ 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  speak  out  of 
order  for  2  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PASS  THE  RUSSELL  BILL 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman, 
with  the  adjournment  of  Congress  set 
for  June  19,  I  want  to  call  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  Congress  to  the  plight  of 
the  small  mine  owners  throughout  the 
State  of  Montana  and  the  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  region  as  well.  All  year  I  have  been 
doing  what  I  could  to  get  some  action  on 
the  Russell  bill.  While  we  fidget  around 
and  talk  about  doing  something  for  these 
small  mining  people  they  are  losing  their 
investments  and  many  of  their  mines 
have  been  ruined  to  such  an  extent  that 
they  will  find  it  impossible  to  open  them 
up  again. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  will 
recall  that  in  the  last  Congress  we  passed 
a  bill  to  take  care  of  these  small  mine 
operators  and  the  President  vetoed  it. 
The  President  is  a  member  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  party.  Can  the  gentleman  give 
us  any  assurance  that  if  we  passed  an¬ 
other  bill  and  sent  it  to  the  President, 
it  would  not  be  vetoed? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  I  am  delighted  that 
the  majority  leader  has  brought  up  that 
question.  I  would  appreciate  it  if  he 
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would  pay  a  little  attention  to  what  I  am 
going  to  say  in  the  course  of  my  remarks. 

I  am  pleading  with  the  Republican 
leadership  of  this  House  to  bring  the 
Russell  bill  to  the  floor  so  we  may  have 
an  opportunity  to  debate  and  pass  it;  If 
we  are  going  to  get  any  new  production 
in  this  country,  we  are  going  to  have  to 
depend  on  the  small  miners  of  the  United 
States  to  bring  it  about. 

It  is  extremely  unfortunate  that  the 
President  vetoed  the  Allen  bill  which 
passed  in  the  first  session  of  the  Eighti¬ 
eth  Congress.  I  am  very  hopeful,  if  we 
pass  the  Russell  bill,  the  President  will 
have  recognized  his  error  and  will  sign 
this  new  measure  in  behalf  of  the  small 
miners  of  Montana  and  the  Nation.  I 
urge  that  the  Russell  bill  be  reported  out 
immediately  so  that  necessary  assistance 
to  the  marginal  and  the  little  miners  of 
our  country  can  be  forthcoming  and  so 
that  these  small  operators  can  wherever 
possible  once  again  put  their  mines  in 
operation  and  contribute  to  the  great 
needs  of  our  strategic  minerals  so  neces¬ 
sary  in  our  country. 

I  should  like  to  call  to  the  attention  of 
the  Congress  the  pressing  necessity  of 
this  particular  legislation  in  view  of  the 
statement  made  by  Secretary  of  Interior 
Krug  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  considering  the  Interior  Ap¬ 
propriation  bill  on  April  29,  1948,  when 
Secretary  Krug  was  asked  about  the 
stock-pile  situation.  He  answered  as 
follows : 

Frankly,  I  will  let  the  committee  know  that 
military  strategic'  stock  piles  don’t  exist.  We 
have  a  few  items  that  are  not  important,  but 
on  the  extremely  important  critical  materials 
we  have  virtually  nothing  in  the  stock  pile. 

In  commercial  use  we  have  pinched  in 
practically  every  way,  and  we  will  be  even 
more  pinched  with  the  increase  in  produc¬ 
tivity  activity  that  must  come  to  meet  this 
heavy  production  program  for  foreign  aid 
and  the  defense  prograjaa. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  this 
statement  by  Secretary  of  Interior  is 
more  than  ample  to  show  the  need  for 
the  passage  of  the  Russell  bill  at  the  ear¬ 
liest  opportunity,  and  certainly  ft  is 
shocking  to  find  from  so  authoritative  an 
official  that  our  mineral  supply  is  in 
such  a  sadly  neglected  condition. 

*MMr.  MANSFIELD  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

‘  Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Ore’gon  [Mr.  Angell]  chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors. 

(Mr.  ANGELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
•remarks.) 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
Subcommittee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Works  has 
spent  many  months  in  the  consideration 
of  projects  which  are  included  in  this 
bill.  As  our  chairman  has  explained,  it 
is  an  omnibus  bill  covering  projects  both 
in  rivers  and  harbors  and  in  flood-control 
work.  It  has  long  been  the  practice  in 
the  House  that  in  connection  with  rivers 
and  harbors,  all  of  the  bill's  be  included 
in  one  so-called  omnibus  bill  so  that  we 
may  with  expedition  bring  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  t&e  House  the  projects  which 
are  before  the  committee,  without  con¬ 


suming  too  much  of  your  time.  That 
practice  has  been  followed  this  time. 
Also,  we  have  included  in  the  same  bill 
projects  under  flood  control,  which  like¬ 
wise  are  usually  considered,  under  the 
old  procedure,  as  one  bill  from  that 
committee. 

As  the  chairman  has  explained  to  you, 
under  my  section  of  the  bill,  rivers  and 
harbors,  there  are  32  projects.  They  are 
not  large  in  size,  as  has  been  usually 
considered.  The  total  amount  for  rivers 
and  harbors  is  $20,887,900,  which  in  fact 
is  a  very,  very  small  bill,  when  we  con¬ 
sider  that  this  covers  the  entire  United 
States. 

I  have  seen  some  comments  in  the 
newspapers,  and  perhaps  some  of  our 
Members  have  seen  them,  that  this  is 
a  pork-barrel  bill,  where  we  all  get  to¬ 
gether,  everybody  with  a  pet  project  and 
include  all  the  projects  in  one  bill,  and 
thereby  the  bill  passes.  Now,  that  is  not 
the  case  in  this  bill.  Neither  has  it  been 
the  practice  of  the  Rivers  and  Harbors 
Committee.  I  have  served  on  that  com¬ 
mittee  during  my  entire  tenure  in  the 
Congress,  some  10  years,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  there  is  no  committee  that  gives 
more  careful  consideration  to  the 
projects  that  come  before  it  than  does 
this  committee.  In  fact,  every  single 
project  here  must  first  be  initiated  by  the 
committee.  We  ask  the  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers  to  take  up  the  matter.  They  do 
not  initiate  them.  They  do  not  go  out 
and  determine,  willy-nilly,  what  projects 
are  to  be  taken  up.  They  are  requested 
to  make  a  preliminary  survey,  and  then 
later  they  are  authorized  to  make  an 
actual  examination  and  a  complete  de¬ 
tailed  survey  by  authority-  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  That  is  presented  back  to  the 
committee.  Then,  the  committee  very 
carefully  goes  over  that  particular  proj¬ 
ect  and  gives  notice  of  a  public  hearing. 
Of  course,  the  committee  has  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  the  Corps  of  Army  Engineers, 
which  is  a  most  efficient  body.  Then  we 
call  witnesses,  pro  and  con,  anyone  who 
is  interested  in  the  project,  and  those  on 
the  ground  in  the  vicinity  of  the  project 
who  are  interested  or  who  may  be  ad¬ 
verse  to  the  project.  In  the  first  in¬ 
stance,  when  the  Army  engineers  take 
up  a  project,  they  hold  hearings  out  in 
the  community  where  the  project  is,  and 
they  give  anyone  who  is  interested  an 
opportunity  to  appear.  So  these  projects 
that  appear  in  this  particular  bill,  to 
which  I  have  called  attention,  have  had 
this  careful  consideration  throughout. 

As  my  chairman  has  said,  they  have 
been  fully  approved  by  the  committee. 
They  were  first  approved  by  the  Army 
engineers.  Now  we  bring  them  to  you 
for  your  consideration. 

I  think  it  might  be  said  that  if  this 
great  country  of  ours  is  going  to  continue 
to  prosper  and  be  in  the  first  rank  of  the 
great  nations  of  the  world  in  production; 
as  we  were  during  the  last  war,  we  must 
give  careful  consideration  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  our  own  natural  resources  and 
our  own  internal  economy.  It  seems  to 
me  it  is  penny-wise  and  pound-foolish 
to  expend  billions  of  dollars  of  money 
here,  there,  and  everywhere  around  the 
world,  and  at  the  same  time  allow  the 
economy  of  our  own  country  to  break 


down,  and  not  take  care  of  our  own 
natural  resources.  We  must  utilize  to 
the  full  our  own  natural  resources,  and 
preserve  them. 

Included  among  them  are,  of  course, 
our  rivers  and  harbors  and  our  great 
water  transportation  systems  in  this 
country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  has  expired. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  two  additional 
minutes. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  I  want  to  call  to  your 
attention,  before  I  sit  down,  a  great 
tragedy  that  has  overtaken  us  in  the 
West,  in  the  great  Columbia  River  Basin, 
which  is  vitally  interested  in  river  and 
harbor  projects  and  especially  at  this 
time  in  flood  control. 

As  I  called  to  your  attention  earlier  in 
the  week,  the  Columbia  River  is  the 
second  largest  in  the  United  States.  It 
is  a  great  harbinger  of  peace.  It  is  a 
great  work  horse.  In  ordinary  times  that 
great  river  is  working  day  and  night. 
The  greatest  potential  hydroelectric 
power  any  place  in  the  world  is  locked 
up  in  that  river.  We  have  utilized  only 
about  1,500,000  kilowatts,  when  there  are 
available  20,000,000,  the  balance  being 
wasted.  As  years  pass,  50  or  100  years, 
we  are  confronted  with  a  great  emer¬ 
gency,  a  great  tragedy  such  as  we  are 
passing  through  today  when  the  old  river 
has  gone  mad  and  on  the  rampage.  Over 
100,000  people  are  now  in  distress  by 
reason  of  this  devastating  flood.  In  my 
own  district  over  5,000  homes  have  been 
destroyed  and  completely  blotted  out,  and 
the  victims  are  without  any  place  to  lay 
their  heads.  Furthermore,  families  have 
been  separated  and  there  are  literally 
dozens  of  children  whose  parents  are  un¬ 
accounted  for  at  this  time  by  reason  of 
the  great  flood  in  my  area.  It  is  too  early 
to  know  the  death  toll.  It  is  heavy. 

We  now  have  news  that  the  waters  are 
again  increasing  in  the  upper  stretches 
of  the  river  and  we  may  have  even  more 
serious  trouble  ahead. 

These  great  internal  improvements  of 
our  rivers,  flood  control,  the  development 
of  rivers  for  transportation,  the  multiple- 
purpose  dams  are  the  works  which  help 
us  to  control  these  great  streams,  these 
great  waterways  when  these  unusual  con¬ 
ditions  arise  and  provide  some  security 
against  flood  damage.  For  that  reason 
I  think  this  country  certainly  should  give 
more  attention  to  providing  a  long-range 
development  program  not  only  for  the 
full  utilization  of  these  great  waterways 
and  our  great  harbors  and  ports  but  also 
to  restrain  these  great  streams  when  they 
do  get  on  the  rampage  and  cause  so  much 
trouble  and  damage.  Probably  more 
than  a  hundred  million  dollars’  worth  of 
property  has  been  wiped  out  and  many 
lives  lost  in  the  2  or  3  days  in  my  area 
by  this  catastrophe. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  fhe 
House  Public  Works  Committee,  I  pre¬ 
sided  at  the  many  hearings  held  by  the 
subcommittee  in  the  consideration  of 
rivers  and  harbors  projects  during  the 
Eightieth  Congress.  As.  you  will  recall, 
no  rivers  and  harbors  bill  was  presented 
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member  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works,  I  commend  the  care  and  thor¬ 
oughness  with  which  this  committee  has 
studied,  scrutinized,  and  screened  every 
project  which  has  gone  into  this  bill. 

I  want  to  call  attention  of  the  House 
in  particular  to  one  project  in  this  bill 
which  is  of  an  extremely  emergent  char¬ 
acter— the  project  at  Westport,  Grays 
Harbor,  Wash. 

The  coast  line  of  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington  is  broken  by  four  harbors.  At  our 
southern  boundary  is  the  Columbia  River 
and  on  our  northern  boundary  is  Puget 
Sound.  Along  the  coast  line,  almost  mid¬ 
way  between  these  two  great  bodies  of 
water,  are  the  ports  of  Willapa  Harbor 
and  Grays  Harbor. 

Grays  Harbor  is  a  great  port.  In  the 
twenties  as  many  as  900  big  cargo  ships 
cleared  that  port  annually,  and  now  the 
number  is  300  to  400  annually,  but  the 
ships  are  larger,  being  mostly  of  the  Lib¬ 
erty  and  Victory  classes. 

The  Federal  Government  has  thought 
well  enough  of  the  importance  of  this 
port  to  invest  more  than  $11,000,000  in 
building  great  jetties  at  the  entrance  to 
Grays  Harbor. 

Lately  storms  have  smashed  through 
one  of  these  jetties  and  set  into  action 
powerful  ocean  currents  which  now 
threaten  a  long  spit  of  land  known  as 
Point  Chehalis  that  projects  into  the 
harbor  and  behind  which  is  a  large  fish¬ 
ing  boat  haven. 

This  haven  shelters  several  hundred 
boats.  A  publicly  owned  wharf  projects 
into  it.  On  this  wharf  are  canneries 
where  tuna,  salmon,  and  crab  are  packed. 
There  are  fish  buying  stations  on  and 
near  this  wharf.  There  are  oil  and  water 
service  installations  for  the  fish  boats 
and  canneries.  There  are  icing  facilities. 

Also  on  the  shore  of  this  cove  there  is 
a  large  and  costly  Coast  Guard  station. 

All  of  these  canneries,  this  Coast  Guard 
station,  and  all  of  the  installations  to 
service  the  canneries  and  fishing  boats 
are  in  danger  of  being  washed  away  and 
destroyed  unless  Point  Chehalis  is  pro¬ 
tected.  The  United  States  engineers  say 
the  protection  of  Point  Chehalis  is 
urgently  needed,  is  an  emergency. 

It  is  essential  that  something  be  done 
just  as  soon  as  possible  for  no  one  can 
tell  when  the  sea,  unless  protection  is 
provided,  may  wipe  out  and  destroy  Fed¬ 
eral,  county,  and  private  property  that 
it  will  require  many  hundreds  of  dollars 
to  restore. 

I  am  hopeful,  once  this  authorization 
bill  is  passed  by  House  and  Senate  and 
signed  by  the  President,  that  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  will  move 
promptly  to  make  available  sufficient 
money  to  make  such-installations  as  will 
protect  Point  Chehalis  and  the  installa¬ 
tions  it  protects,  safe  from  destruction. 

If  $1,000,000  were  to  be  provided  by 
this  Congress  so  that  work  could  start 
soon,  leaving  appropriation  of  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  fund  authorized  until 
next  year  many  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  dollars  of  installations  may  be  saved. 

The  longer  we  delay  in  starting  this 
work  the  more  damage  the  sea  will  do  to 
Point  Chehalis  and  the  more  costly  the 
repairs  that  will  have  to  be  made  will  be. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 


fornia  [Mr.  McDonough],  a  member  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
as  a  member  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Flood  Control  of  the  Committee  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Works  I  want  to  say  that  if  all  of  the 
future  flood  control  projects  that  come 
before  the  Congress  are  as  worthy  as 
those  contained  in  this  bill  as  to  public 
benefits,  comparative  cost,  as  to  imme¬ 
diate  necessity  to  relieve  the  situation  in 
the  various  sections  of  the  country  where 
these  projects  will  be  built,  and  as  to  the 
thoroughness  in  which  the  committee  has 
looked  at  them  from  the  point  of  econ¬ 
omy,  there  will  be  very  little  difficulty  in 
future  projects  passing  the  Congress.  I 
am  and  always  have  been  vitally  inter¬ 
ested  in  flood  control  for  the  reason  that 
it  is  of  vital  necessity  in  the  area  that  I 
come  from  in  southern  California,  Los 
Angeles  County. 

I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  say 
that  without  the  benefits  that  we  have 
received,  insofar  as  flood  control  is  con¬ 
cerned  in  southern  California,  millions 
and  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  assessed 
valuation  would  be  off  the  rolls  today  and 
thousands  and  thousands  of  beneficial 
acres  that  have  been  used  for  agriculture 
and  the  development  of  homes  would  not 
be  now  available  for  the  thousands  and 
thousands  of  people  from  all  sections  of 
the  United  States  who  are  coming  to 
southern  California  to  live.  The  Federal 
Government  has  recognized  that  flood 
control  in  southern  California  is  not  only 
a  local  problem  for  the  protection  of  life, 
limb,  and  property,  but  it  is  a  national 
problem  because  of  the  thousands  of  peo¬ 
ple  that  have  crowded  into  that  area  over 
the  years. 

There  is  a  section  in  this  bill  that  has 
not  been  mentioned  that  I  would  like  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  members  of 
the  committee,  and  that  is  section  208, 
which  is  an  amendment  to  previous  Flood 
Control  Acts,  in  the  immediate  emergency 
section  of  previous  legislation.  There  is 
in  this  bill  an  authorization  for  the  sum 
of  $25,000,000  that  may  be  directed  to 
be  spent  under  the  direction  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  National  Defense  through  the 
Chief  of  Army  Engineers  for  any  flood 
disaster  emergency  that  may  arise  with¬ 
out  further  authorization  of  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

We  have  an  emergency  today  that  will 
run  into  a  tremendous  loss  of  life  and 
property  along  the  Columbia  River.  The 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Angell] 
has  referred  to  this  emergency.  This 
legislation  will  immediately  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  in  that  connection.  It  will 
not  only  meet  the  requirements  for  the 
replacement  of  the  works  that  have 
been  washed  out  by  the  flood  but  it  will 
fortify  and  further  improve  the  works 
that  were  washed  out,  so  that  under 
normal  circumstances  there  would  not 
be  a  recurrence  of  this  disaster.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  important  and  wise  sec¬ 
tion  of  this  bill,  because  we  have  had 
similar  instances  in  the  Middle  West  and 
the  Southern  States  where  emergency 
legislation  was  necessary  to  provide  for 
these  disaster  conditions. 

May  I  refer  to  another  project  that  is 
not  in  this  bill  but  that  is  of  vital  interest 
to  southern  California.  It  is  in  the  Army 
civil  functions  appropriation  bill  that  is 


now  in  conference.  It  has  to  do  with 
flood  control.  It  is  the  Whittier  Narrows 
project,  in  Los  Angeles  County,  and  that 
was  put  into  the  Army  civil  functions 
appropriation  bill  by  the  Senate,  and 
will  come  back  to  the  House  for  approval. 
It  is  a  vitally  important  project  which 
will  affect  the  lives  of  some  500,000  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  immediate  area  of  Long  Beach 
and  north  of  Long  Beach.  It  has  to  do 
with  the  future  construction  of  vital 
flood-control  works  in  San  Gabriel  Val¬ 
ley.  I  trust  that  when  that  item  comes 
back  to  the  House  it  will  receive  favor¬ 
able  consideration  because  of  its  im¬ 
portance  to  southern  California. 

Mr.  BRADLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  BRADLEY.  #I  concur  in  the 
gentleman’s  statement  as  to  the  great 
need  for  the  Whittier  Narrows  Dam. 
Like  the  gentleman,  I  hope  the  commit¬ 
tee  will  permit  that  item  to  become  law. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Further,  the 
amount  of  $1,0Q0,000  for  Whittier  Nar¬ 
rows  should  not  be  startling,  because  the 
returns  in  dollars  and  cents  expressed  in 
assessed  valuation  and  in  the  national 
assets  of  the  country  will  be  in  the  ratio 
of  almost  15  to  1  in  that  area,  if  this 
project  receives  approval  of  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

(Mr.  McDONOUGH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Trimble]. 

(Mr.  TRIMBLE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
to  support  H.  R.  6419.  Every  item  in 
this  bill  is  an  important  item.  It  is  the 
omnibus  bill  which  our  Committee  pre¬ 
sents  to  the  Congress  from  time  to  time 
authorizing  various  projects  throughout 
the  country.  This  bill  takes  into  ac¬ 
count  the  United  States  as  a  whole  and 
outlines  the  flood  control,  river  and  har¬ 
bor  development  on  a  national  scope.  It 
does  not  set  any  particular  section  of 
the  country  apart  for  special  considera¬ 
tion.  This  is  wholesome  and  demo'- 
cratic. 

We  are  in  difficult  days,  not  only  in  an 
international  sense  but  in  a  domestic 
sense  as  well.  In  order  to  meet  our 
responsibilities  in  each  of  these  fields, 
we  have  appropriated  billions  of  dollars 
for  defense  centering  largely  upon  aid¬ 
ing  the  democratic  nations  of  the  earth 
to  become  strong  enough  to  help  them¬ 
selves;  and  upon  expanding  our  own 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force.  If  I  should 
criticize  the  bill  at  all  today,  it  would 
be  because  only  minor  projects  are  in¬ 
cluded,  when  a  program  commensurate 
with  our  needs  in  this  strained  period  of 
our  national  history  would  better  suf¬ 
fice.  A  majority  of  the  people,  I  believe, 
agree  with  the  Congress  in  its  attitude 
on  international  affairs  and  on  its  de¬ 
termination  to  strengthen  our  Armed 
Services.  While  these  programs  are  of 
paramount  importance,  they  will  fail 
without  a  strong  economy  at  home  to 
support  them 
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Every  flood  control  and  hydroelectric 
project  possible  should  be  constructed. 
Wisdom  on  our  part,  as.  a  matter  of 
national  economy  and  of  national  de¬ 
fense,  makes  such  action  mandatory,  if 
we  are  to  meet  the  challenges  which  are 
ahead  of  us. 

Through  a  mis  judgment  of  the  de¬ 
mand,  industry  in  the  past  thought  that 
enough  electric  power  was  available  to 
meet  every  need  in  the  country  for  years 
to  come.  We  know  now  that  there  is  a 
great  shortage  of  electric  energy  in  every 
section  of  the  country.  The  public  util¬ 
ity  companies,  who  up  until  a  short  time 
ago  fought  the  building  of  hydroelectric 
dams  with  all  the  strength  they  pos¬ 
sessed,  realize  their  error.  They  not 
only  favor  the  dams  at  this  time  but 
are  demanding  that  they  be  built  at  once 
to  relieve  the  present  power  shortage. 
With  our  oil  reserves  dwindling  and  our 
coal  reserves  being  heavily  drawn  upon, 
it  verges  upon  a  criminal  act,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  for  the  Congress  to  permit  a  single 
drop  of  water  to  flow  unharnessed  dowm 
any  of  our  streams.  The  water  should 
controlled  and  used  to  generate  the 
power  which  will  turn  the  wheels  of  in¬ 
dustry  in  order  to  save  our  oil  and  coal 
reserves  and  to  meet  future  demands  of 
a  growing  economy.  Next  year,  I  hope 
the  Congress  will  authorize  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  every  available  project  which  can 
develop  electric  energy  no  matter  in  what 
part  of  the  country  the  project  may  be 
located. 

I  represent  a  section  which  is  in¬ 
terested  in  the  development  of  the  White 
River  Basin  and  the  Arkansas  River 
Basin.  We  had  hoped  that  H.  R.  6419 
would  carry  a  provision  to  remove  the 
ceiling  from  the  Arkansas  River  and  its 
tributaries  thus  enabling  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  in  conjunction  with  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  to  go  ahead  with 
the  development  of  this  project.  This  is 
a  river-and-harbor  project  and  I  under¬ 
stand  is  one  of  the  two  river-and-harbor 
projects  in  the  country  where  a  ceiling 
upon  possible  appropriations  has  been 
placed.  It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  in  our 
bill  next  year  we  will  be  able  to  lift  that 
ceiling  to  provide  for  the  completion  of 
the  project.  It  is  so  vital  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Southwest. 

Our  immediate  opportunities  for  prog¬ 
ress  in  the  country  as  a  whole  depend 
upon  our  efforts  to  tie  these  great  flood 
control  and  hydroelectric  projects  in 
with  the  national  soil-conservation  pro- 
i  gram  as  well  as  with  the  rural-eiectrifi- 
\  cation  program.  Soil  conservation  is  our 
|  basic  problem  in  America  and  any  flood- 
;  control  program  which  does  not  look  to 
soil  conservation  also  lacks  balance. 

Legislation  is  now  pending  in  Congress 
looking  toward  a  general  farm  program 
including  soil  conservation.  The  people 
are  divided  upon  this  legislation  but  I 
am  sure  that  a  workable  plan  can  be 
evolved  which  will  command  the  united 
support  of  the  farmers  in  this  vital  field 
of  agriculture.  This  is  no  time  for  divi¬ 
sion  among  us.  In  order  for  agriculture 
to  keep  its  rightful  place  in  a  well-bal¬ 
anced  economy  along  with  industry  and 
labor  it  behooves  us  to  keep  our  house 
in  order. 


Since  the  first  immigrants  landed  on 
the  shores  of  this  country,  we  have  ex¬ 
ploited  our  soil  and  our  other  natural 
resources.  Heretofore,  when  soil  be¬ 
came  so  depleted  that  it  would  not  sus¬ 
tain  the  family,  there  was  always  a  new 
frontier,  and  the  pioneers  lifted  their 
families  and  moved  westward  across  the 
mountains.  These  are  the  people  who 
settled  our  own  section.  They  came  from 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Georgia,  and  Ala¬ 
bama.  They  were  the  salt  of  the  earth. 
And  so  it  continued  until  their  posterity 
had  moved  westward  to  the  Pacific. 
Now  we  must  pioneer  in  a  new  direction, 
and  we  have  learned  that  it  is  necessary 
to  conserve  what  fertility  is  yet  left  in 
the  soil  and  to  reestablish  that  which  we 
have  taken  away.  I  have  constantly 
supported  all  the  measures  in  the  Con¬ 
gress,  including  the  appropriation  for 
soil  conservation,  which  I  thought  would 
help  the  farmer  keep  and  improve  his 
heritage. 

In  this  connection,  I  might  add  that 
only  in  recpnt  years  has  anything  ap¬ 
proaching  security  on  the  farm  been  de¬ 
veloped.  Workers  in  civil-service  status 
have  for  years  been  contributing  to  a 
retirement  fund  against  that  day  when 
they  will  be  retired  on  account  of  age, 
physical  disability,  or  completion  of  serv¬ 
ice  tenure.  The  same  situation  obtains 
in  most  of  our  other  industries  where 
the  laborer  contributes  to  benefits  of 
unemployment  compensation  under  so¬ 
cial  security  to  take  care  of  himself  and 
his  family  in  case  of  physical  disability, 
lay-off,  or  retirement.  Various  enter¬ 
prises  are  protected  by  law  in  their  in¬ 
come.  For  instance,  the  utility  com¬ 
panies,  where  rates  are  so  fixed  that  they 
have  a  guaranteed  6-percent  income 
above  all  expenses,  including  taxes,  sal¬ 
aries,  rebates,  advertising  funds,  and 
public-relations  funds.  The  same  situ¬ 
ation  practically  obtains  in  the  insur¬ 
ance  field,  where  the  rates  are  fixed  to 
insure  proper  protection  to  the  policy¬ 
holders  and  at  the  same  time  guarantee 
a  profit  to  the  company.  But  the  farmer 
has  no  such  security-  He  must  fight  and 
scratch  for  his.  All  too  often  he  sells 
in  a  free  competitve  market  and  must 
buy  his  machinery,  his  fertilizer,  and  his 
electricity  in  a  protected  market. 

Rural  electrification  is  really  a  god¬ 
send  to  the  farm  home.  For  years,  our 
rural  people  hoped  and  clamored  for 
electricity.  It  never  came — until  the 
Rural  Electrification  Administration  was 
established  and  money  was  lent  to  the 
farmers  to  establish  their  own  organ¬ 
ization  and  bring  this  much-needed 
commodity  to  their  farms.  When  elec¬ 
tricity  came  to  the  farm  home,  washing 
machines,  refrigerators,  stoves,  and 
lights  came  with  it.  The  farm  home  be¬ 
came  more  attractive  to  our  young  peo¬ 
ple,  and  as  a  result  more  of  them  are 
staying  on  the  farm  to  make  it  their  call¬ 
ing.  I  have  supported  this  program  with 
all  my  strength.  I  shall  continue  to  sup¬ 
port  it,  and  I  shall  resist  any  movement 
to  hamstring  it. 

Flood-control  and  hydroelectric  proj¬ 
ects  in  our  district  are  a  definite  reality. 
Already  Norfork  Dam  is  completed. 
Work  is,  moving  ahead  at  Bull  Shoals. 


In  the  not-too-distant  future,  Gilbert 
Dam,  the  Lone  Rock  Dam,  the  Table 
Rock  Dam,  the  Beaver  Dam,  and  the 
Archey  Fork  Dam  will  all  be  built.  They 
will  do  three  things  to  our  district.  First, 
they  will  control  floods;  second,  they  will 
develop  much  needed  hydroelectric 
power,  without  which  small  industry  wiil 
not  come  to  our  section;  and,  third,  they 
will  make  our  district  one  of  the  garden 
spots  of  the  United  States  from  a  recre¬ 
ational  standpoint.  I  shall  continue  to 
support  these  projects. 

I  have  voted  in  the  past  to  tie  all  these 
dams  together.  I  shall  continue  to  vote 
the  same  way.  The  dams  which  are  be¬ 
ing  built  across  our  streams  belong  to 
all  the  people ;  the  water  which  turns  the 
turbines  to  generate  the  electricity  from 
these  dams  belongs  to  all  the  people;  the 
electrical  energy  generated  by  these 
turbines  belongs  to  all  the  people. 
Therefore,  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
the  people  should  retain"  control  «f  the 
power  generated  at  all  these  dams.  To 
do  so  not  only  protects  a  vast  system 
of  rural  electrification  cooperatives 
throughout  the  country  from  possible 
discrimination  by  the  utility  companies 
who  might  wish  to  do  so.  By  tying  the 
dams  together,  according  to  competent 
engineers,  the  output  of  electric  energy 
is  increased  at  lpast  15  percent  which  re¬ 
sults  In  a  savings  to  the  taxpayers  of  that 
amount. 

There  is  a  bill  pending  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  require  the  people  to  sell  the 
power  generated  at  these  dams,  at  each 
dam  separately,  which  if  passed,  will  cer¬ 
tainly  put  the  owners  of  the  dams  at 
great  disadvantage  in  bargaining  power. 
In  other  words,  the  people  will  have  to 
take  whatever  is_offered  at  the  dams  be¬ 
cause  naturally  there  will  be  only  one 
utility  company  at  each  dam  to  bid  for 
its  output. 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks!. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  while 
H.  R.  6419  would  not  be  called  a  major 
flood  control  and  rivers  and  harbors  bill, 
it  is  important  that  we  continue  progres¬ 
sively  this  program.  Sometimes  I  hear 
complaints  regarding  expenditures  on 
this  type  of*vork  and  recently  I  believe 
it  was  the  United  States  Chamber  of 
Commerce  that  Sailed  one  of  our  appro¬ 
priations  bills  on  flood  control  and  rivers 
and  harbors  “pork  barrel”  legislation. 
Invariably  following  these  criticisms,  the 
Nation  reads  of  some  disaster  through¬ 
out  the  country,  indicating  the  urgent 
need  for  a  continuation  of  the  program 
of  flood  control. 

Every  paper  we  pick  up  now  is  filled 
with  news  of  the  terrible  devastation 
caused  by  the  floodwaters  of  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  River.  A  major  flood  is  now  in 
process  on  the  Pacific  coast.  People 
are  being  inundated  by  the  thousands 
and  property  ranging  up  to  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  is  being  destroyed  by 
unmanageable  torrents  of  water.  Such 
a  situation  calls  loudly  for  congressional 
aid  and  I  think  Congress  is  going  to  re¬ 
spond  generously  in  helping  to  prevent  a 
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recurrence  of  this  fi'ightful  situation  on 
the  Pacific  coast. 

Like  floods  may  happen  in  other  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  country.  The  work  of  tam¬ 
ing  the  fioodwaters  of  the  great  streams 
of  our  country  must  go  on.  Water  which 
becomes  so  destructive  at  extraordinary 
times  must  be  harnessed  to  the  good  of 
mankind  and  to  the  use  of  civilization. 
The  Army  engineers  can  do  this  job  with 
proper  aid  from  Congress. 

I  compliment  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  for  bringing  in  this  measure  at 
the  present  time.  I  am  glad  that  both 
majority  and  minority  parties  are  unan¬ 
imous  in  their  approval  on  this  measure 
and  that  it  will  in  all  probability  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  finished  legislation  by  ad¬ 
journment  time  of  this  session  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

(Mr.  BROOKS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire 
to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
Fallon], 

Mr.  FALLON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  commend  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Dondero],  our  chairman,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Whittington],  our  ranking  minority 
member,  and  all  the  members  of  the 
Public  Works  Committ&e,  for  their  hard 
and  diligent  work  in  reporting  this  im¬ 
portant  bill  unanimously. 

I  am  deeply  grateful  to  the  committee 
for  recommending  for  passage  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  the  Army  engineers  in 
cleaning  of  debris  from  our  Baltimore 
Harbor.  The  increasing  need  for  pro¬ 
tection  against  damage  from  drift  by 
the  initiation  and  development  of  a  reg¬ 
ular  program  for  its  collection  and  re¬ 
moval  has  too  long  been  urgently  needed. 
In  my  opinion,  this  is  warranted  in  view 
of  the  substantial  benefits  which  will 
accrue  to  navigation. 

Baltimore  Harbor  for  six  consecutive 
months  of  1947  was  the  Nation’s  leading 
port  in  volume  of  exports,  and  during 
August,  the  port  outranked  New  York 
in  total  exports  and  imports  tonnage 
handled.  Increases  in  the  volume  of 
domestic  coastwise  and  inner-coastal 
traffic  and  other  branches  of  water¬ 
borne  trade  are  anticipated  and  it  is 
expected  that  the  volume  of  the  port’s 
total  water-borne  commerce  in  1948  will 
exceed  40,000,000  tons. 

Therefore,  I  believe  that  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  taking  over  the  super¬ 
vision  and  removing  of  debris  will  help, 
not  only  our  water  commerce,  but  will 
also  be  a  great  benefit  and  will  guarantee 
more  safety  to  our  pleasure  craft. 

(Mr.  FALLON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Pickett]  be 
permitted  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
baarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  members 


of  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  be 
permitted  to  extend  their  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

UPPER  ALLEGHENY  RIVER  IN  AND  AROUND 
BRADFORD,  PA. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  Board  of  Engineers  for 
Rivers  and  Harbors  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  flood  problem  in  Bradford,  Pa.,  and 
vicinity,  is  a  serious  one  and  flood  pro¬ 
tection  urgently  needed,  I  hoped  the 
project  for  flood  control  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  upper  Allegheny  River  in 
and  around  Bradford  would  be  ready  for 
inclusion  in  the  omnibus  river  and  har¬ 
bor  and  flood-control  bill,  H.  R.  6419, 
which  we  are  considering  today. 

The  views  and  recommendations  of 
the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Rivers  and 
Harbors  have  been  approved  by  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  who  in  his  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  copy  of  which 
I  have  before  me,  stated  that  after  due 
consideration  of  the  Board’s  report,  he 
concurred  in  its  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions.  Likewise  the  report  was  approved, 
in  accordance  with  the  request  of  the 
Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania.  It  now  awaits  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  where 
it  is  now  on  file. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Buck], 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
gratulate  the  distinguished  and  able 
chairman  of  this  committee  for  report¬ 
ing  the  smallest  rivers  and  harbors  bill 
in  25  years.  Being  recently  cast  as  the 
Devil’s  advocate,  however,  I  wish  the 
amount  were  smaller  than  it  is.  I  am 
addressing  myself  solely  to  rivers  and 
harbors  items.  I  am  about  to  start  a 
movement  for  truth  and  accuracy  in 
committee  reports.  On  page  3  of  this 
report  appears  the  following: 

The  committee  has  carefully  analyzed  the 
reports  and  the  testimony  presented  to  it. 
It  finds  that  a  number  of  deep-draft  chan¬ 
nels  and  harbors  are  presently  inadequate 
to  accommodate  the  new  deeper  draft  tank¬ 
ers  and  dry  cargo  vessels.  These  channels 
were  constructed  to  serve  the  now  obsolete 
and  rapidly  vanishing  ocean  carriers  with 
drafts  up  to  30  feet  and  speeds  not  exceed¬ 
ing  11  knots.  Vessels  with  loaded  drafts 
from  30  to  34  feet  and  speeds  up  to  16  knots 
now  predominate  in  the  trade  using  the 
channels  and  harbors  which  are  recom¬ 
mended  for  improvement. 

Now  I  want  to  read  you  the  names  of 
some  of  the  channels  and  harbors  rec¬ 
ommended  for  improvement: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  Cape  Porpoise  Har¬ 
bor,  Maine;  Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass.;  Taun¬ 
ton  River,  Mass.;  Provincetown  Harbor,  Mass.; 
Point  Judith  Harbor  of  Refuge,  R.  I.;  West- 
cott  Cove,  Conn.;  Greenwich  Harbor,  Conn. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  familiar  with  most 
of  those  harbors.  I  doubt  if  a  vessel  of 
34-foot  draft  has  put  into  Beals  Harbor, 
Maine,  or  Point  Judith  Harbor  of  Refuge 
in  the  last  50  years,  if  ever.  Then  the 
report  goes  on  to  say  that  these  improve¬ 
ments  will  permit  these  heavy  vessels  of 
34-foot  draft  to  proceed  at  fulLspeed  in 


the  channels  with  safety  and  conven¬ 
ience.  I  ask  anyone  familiar  with  harbor 
navigation  if  any  heavy  vessel  can  pro¬ 
ceed  at  16-knot  speed  and  not  create  a 
swell  which  would  wreck  every  berthed 
barge  in  the  harbor. 

Mr.  PICKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BUCK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PICKETT.  I  direct  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  page 
3  from  which  he  read,  there  is  a  succeed¬ 
ing  paragraph  following  the  one  from 
which  he  read  where  the  distinction  is 
made  in  the  report,  I  believe,  very  clearly 
for  all  who  want  to  read  it.  In  the  para¬ 
graph  from  which  the  gentleman  was 
reading  ,we  were  talking  about  deep-draft 
vessels  in  harbors  and  channels  that 
handle  such  vessels,  such  as  the  Texas 
City-Houston-Galveston  ship  channel 
and  the  Baltimore  or  New  York  channels 
and  so  forth,  with  which  the  gentleman 
is  bound  to  be  familiar.  In  the  succeed¬ 
ing  and  last  paragraph  on  page  3,  we  were 
talking  about  these  shallow-draft  har¬ 
bors  which  the  gentleman  has  mentioned. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Nevertheless,  the  report 
does  state  that  vessels  with  loaded  drafts 
of  30  to  34  feet  “predominate”  in  the 
harbors  which  are  recommended  for  im¬ 
provement.  The  gentleman,  I  am  sure, 
/will  agree  as  to  the  inaccuracy  of  that 
language. 

I  now  refer  to  the  justifications  for 
some  of  these  improvements.  In  the  jus¬ 
tification  for  Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass., 
for  example,  the  report  sets  forth  that  a 
conservative  estimate  of  the  increase  in 
retail  business  to  accrue  from  the  im¬ 
provement  is  1  percent.  I  suggest  that 
the  author  of  that  estimate  was  hard  put 
to  find  any  justification.  Another  ques¬ 
tion  is  of  course  involved.  If  Falmouth 
benefits  1  percent  in  its  retail  business 
by  virtue  of  this  improvement,  what  of 
the  nearby  city  or  town  which  suffers 
loss  of  that  1  percent.  Nation-wide  or 
even  State-wide  gain  would  not  seem  to 
result. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  McGarveyL 

Mr.  McGARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
just  want  to  express  my  high  regard  for 
this  committee.  This  is  the  first  com¬ 
mittee  of  which  I  have  been  a  member 
since  I  have  been  here.  I  must  say  to 
our  able  chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero]  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Engel]  that  it 
has  been  a  great  education  for  me. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Curtis], 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  asked 
for  this  time  for  the  purpose  of  asking  a 
question. 

Lines  16  to  21,  on  page  8,  provide  that 
no  project  will  be  considered  unless  a 
report  has  been  submitted  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  to  the  Congress.  That  is 
the  law  now,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  That  is  the  law  now. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  I  ask  this  question  be¬ 
cause  of  my  concern  about  the  Beatrice, 
Nebr.,  flood-control  plant.  The  Presi- 
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dent  has  not  transmitted  the  Kansas 
River  report  to  Congress.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  this  could  not  be  included  in 
this  bill. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  That  is  correct. 
In  other  words,  the  project  must  follow 
the  usual  procedure;  consideration  by 
the  Army  engineers,  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  and  be  transmitted  to  Congress 
and  then  considered  by  the  subcommit¬ 
tee,  and  then  the  full  committee,  before 
it  comes  to  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Angell].. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  being 
chairman  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Rivers 
and  Harbors,  I  would  like  to  make  this 
brief  statement  with  reference  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Buck],  Anyone  who 
takes  the  time  to  read  our  report  in  full 
will  find  everyone  of  these  projects  ex¬ 
plained  in  detail.  It  shows  everything 
which  has  to  do  with  the  merits  of  each 
project.  Naturally,  in  the  preliminary 
statement  we  could  not  give  that  detailed 
information,  but  it  is  in  the  report,  and 
it  will  show  among  these  projects,  such 
as  the  Baltimore  Harbor,  one  of  the 
largest  harbors  in  the  country  and  in  the 
world,  and  many  other  projects  which 
are  quite  small;  some  in  Massachusetts, 
some  in  the  far  West  and  elsewhere, 
which  are  improved  largely  for  local  in¬ 
terest,  such  as  fishing;  men  who  make 
their  living  on  the  water.  But  these 
small  projects  certainly  should  receive 
the  same  type  of  consideration  as  the 
large  ones,  such  as  New  York  City. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Is  there  anything  in  this 
bill  for  the  Port  of  New  York? 

Mr.  ANGELL.  No.  There  is  provi¬ 
sion  for  Baltimore  Harbor.  The  same 
law  applies  to  New  York  as  applies  to 
Baltimore  Harbor.  The  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  been  spending  funds  on 
New  York  Harbor  for  years  in  keeping 
the  harbor  clear  from  refuse  dangerous 
navigation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Oregon  has  expired. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  no  further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will 
read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Title  I — Rivers  and  Harbors 

Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  of  rivers  and  harbors  and  other  water¬ 
ways  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and  other 
purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 
to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  and  supervision  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accordance  with  the 
plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the 
respective  reports  hereinafter  designated: 
Provided,  That  the  provision  of  section  1  of 
the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  No.  14,  79th  Cong.,  1st  sess.), 
shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  herein 
authorized;  and  the  procedures  therein  set 
forth  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or 
reports  for  works  of  improvement  for  navi¬ 
gation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and 
purposes  incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if 
herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  No. 
553,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk 
Bay,  Mass.;  House  Document  No.  552,  Eighti¬ 
eth  Congress; 


Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass.;  House  Document 
No.  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Mass.;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Mass.;  House  Document  No. 
196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  R.  I.; 
Senate  Document  No.  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Conn.;  House  Document 
No.  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Conn.;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Rock  Hall  Harbor,  Md.;  House  Document 
No.  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Chester  River,  Md.  (channel  from  Kent 
Island  Narrows  to  Wells  Cove);  House  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  380,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Md.;  House  Document 
No.  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Md.;  House 
Document  No.  680,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Va.; 
House  Document  No.  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Va.;  House 
Document  No.  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Eliza¬ 
beth  River,  Va.;  House  Document  No.  545, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  N.  C.;  House  Document 
No.  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear 
River,  N.  C.,  including  waterway  to  Jackson¬ 
ville,  N.  C.;  House  Document  No.  421,  Eighti¬ 
eth  Congress; 

St.  Andrew  Bay,.  Fla.;  House  Document  No. 
559,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Harbor,  Tex.;  House  Document 
No.  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Tex.;  House  Document 
No.  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Tex.;  House  Document 
No.  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Tex.;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christ!  waterway, 
Tex.;  House  Document  No.  560,  Eightieth 
Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Mich,  (in  the  vicinity 
of  Traverse  City);  House  Document  No.  546, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  £1.  Y.;  House  Document 
No.  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  Calif.;  House  Document  No. 
— ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  Calif.;  House  Doc¬ 
ument  No.  586;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oreg.  (channel  to, 
and  boat  basin  at,  Garibaldi);  House  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  — ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Umpqua  River,  Oreg.  (channel  to,  and 
basin  in,  Winchester  Bay) ;  Senate  Document 
No.  — ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  .Bay,  Greg.  (Charleston  Channel); 
House  Document  No.  — ,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oreg.;  Senate 
Document  No.  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oreg  (at  Warrenton); 
Senate  Document  No.  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  River,  Oreg.;  Senate  Document  No. 
94,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  River,  Wash.; 
House  Document  No.  — ,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments 
from  appropriations  for  the  maintenance 
and  improvement  of  existing  river  and  har¬ 
bor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria¬ 
tions,  may  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  for  the  collection  and  removal  of  drift 
in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its  tributary  waters, 
and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a  sepa¬ 
rate  and  distinct  project. 

Sec.  103.  That  the  existing  project  for  the 
Neches  and  Angelina  Rivers,  Tex.,  adopted 
in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to  provide 
that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances 
that  upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it 
will  contribute  toward  the  first  cost  of  the 
work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000,  shall  be  permitted 
to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not  to 
exceed  2,000  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second 
for  its  own  use. 
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Sec.  104.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys  to  be  made 
at  the  following-named  localities,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  here¬ 
tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes: 
Provided,  That  no  preliminary  examination, 
survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new  works 
other  than  those  designated  in  this  or  some 
prior  act  or  joint  resolution  shall  be  made: 
Provided  further,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law  on 
any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work 
under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted,  no  sup¬ 
plemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate 
shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law: 
Provided  further.  That  the  Government  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon  any 
project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water¬ 
way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  act  until 
the  project  for  the  proposed  work  shall  have 
been  adopted  by  law:  Provided  further,  That 
reports  of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and 
shore  protection  shall  include  an  estimate 
of  the  public  interests  involved,  and  such 
plan  of  improvement  as  is  found  justified, 
together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of 
costs  in  each  case :  And  provided  further, 
That  this  section  shall  not  be  construed  to 
interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties 
vested  in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  un¬ 
der  existing  law: 

Desoris  Creek,  N.  Y.; 

Tolchester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  River,  Md.; 

Holdens  Creek,  Va.; 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Va.; 

Back  River,  York  County,  Va.,  and  channel 
connecting  Back  River  with  Front  Cove.; 

Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Va.; 

Powells  Bay,  Accomack  County,  Va.,  at 
Wisharts  Point,  and  channel  connecting  said 
bay  with  the  “Ballast”; 

Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Wash. 

Sec.  105.  Title  I  may  be  cited  as  the  “River 
and  harbor  Act  of  1948.” 

Title  II — Flood  Control 

Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  act  approved 
June  22,  1936  (Public,  No.  738,  74th  Cong.), 
as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  act  approved 
June  28,  1938  (Public,  No.  761,  75th  Cong.), 
shall  apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this 
act  except  that  for  any  channel  improvement 
or  channel  rectification  project,  provisions 
(a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  act  of 
June  2,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except 
as  otherwise  provided  by  law :  Provided,  That 
the  authorization  for  any  flood-control  proj¬ 
ect  herein  adopted  requiring  local  coopera¬ 
tion  shall  expire  5  years  from  the  date  on 
which  local  interests  are  notified  in  writing 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 
interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  as¬ 
surances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  that  the  required  cooperation  will  be 
furnished. 

Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
act  of  December  22,  1944  (Public,  No.  534, 
78th  Cong.,  2d  sess.),  shall  govern  with  re¬ 
spect  to  projects  herein  authorized;  and  the 
procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  im¬ 
provement  for  navigation  or  flood  control 
and  for  irrigation  and  purposes  incidental 
thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in 
full. 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
Congress  that  the  following  provisions  shall 
be  observed: 

No  project  or  any  modification  not  au¬ 
thorized,  of  a  project  for  flood  control  or 
rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be  authorized  by  the 
Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project  or 
modification  has  been  previously  submitted 
by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  in  conformity  with  existing  law. 

Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  im¬ 
provement  for  the  benefit  of  navigation  and 
the  control  of  destructive  flood-waters  and 
other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direc- 
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tion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the 
supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  re¬ 
ports  hereinafter  designated  and  subject  to 
the  conditions  set  forth  therein:  Provided, 
That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications,  and 
preliminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any 
project  authorized  in  this  act  with  funds 
from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready  for 
rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  pro¬ 
gram:  Provided  further,  That  the  projects 
authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated  as  ex¬ 
peditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as 
may  be  consistent  with  budgetary  require¬ 
ments  :  And  provided  further,  That  pen  stocks 
and  other  similar  facilities  adapted  to  pos¬ 
sible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydro¬ 
electric  power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam 
authorized  in  this  act  for  construction  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  when  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the 
Federal  Power  Commission: 

ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carth¬ 
age  and  Monett,  Mo.,  in  the  Arkansas  River 
Basin  are  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 
No.  445,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $740,000. 

The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on 
the  Arkansas  River  authorized  by  the  Flood 
Control  Act  approved  December  22,  1944,  in 
accordance  with  House  Document  No.  447, 
Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will 
participate  in  the  cost  of  raising  the  ap¬ 
proaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across  the 
Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van 
Buren-Fort  Smith  in  an  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $200,000. 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South 
Beloit,  Ill.,  on  the  Rock  River  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  House  Document  No.  112,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the 
Henderson  River,  Ill.,  is  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  No.  245,  Eightieth  Congress, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in 
the  vicinity  of  Aitkin,  Mlnnj  on  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  is  hereby  authorized  substan¬ 
tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  No.  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,680,000. 

OHIO  RIVER  BASIN 

The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and 
in  the  vicinity  of  Uniontown,  Pa.,  on  Red¬ 
stone  Creek,  are  hereby  authorized  substan¬ 
tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  No.  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,015,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Rosi- 
clare,  Ill.,  on  the  Ohio  River  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  Senate  Document  No.  125,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

GREAT  LAKES  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia 
and  vicinity,  New  York,  on  Tonawanda  Creek 
is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  No.  46, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$565,000. 

The  prdject  for  flood  protection  at  Dans- 
ville  and  vicinity,  New  York,  on  Canaseraga 
Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee  River,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 


ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  House  Document  No.  206, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$165,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other 
purposes  on  Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the 
Clinton  River,  Mich.,  is  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  No.  628,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,010,000. 

The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno 
Beach-Howards  Farm  area  and  adjacent 
areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from  floods 
caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from 
increases  in  the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  House  Document  No.  554, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$330,000. 

SANTA  CLARA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the 
Santa  Clara  River  and  its  tributaries,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  No. 
443,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $4,969,000. 

GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson 
and  vicinity,  Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin, 
is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  House  Document  No.  274, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$2,390,000. 

LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  Lower  Mississippi  River,  adopted 
by  the  act  approved  May  15,  1928,  as  amended 
by  subsequent  acts,  is  hereby  modified  and 
expanded  to  include  the  following  item  and 
the  authorization  for  said  project  is  increased 
accordingly : 

The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  below  Cape  Girardeau  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  West  Tennessee  tributaries  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  House  Document  No.  627,  Eightieth 
Congress. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys  for  flood 
control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan¬ 
nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and 
floods  aggravated  by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal 
effects  to  be  made  under  the  direction  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage  areas  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions, 
which  include  the  following-named  locali¬ 
ties,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary 
examinations  and  surveys  for  run-off  and 
water -flow  retardation  and  soil-erosion  pre¬ 
vention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  here¬ 
tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes: 
Provided,  That  after  the  regular  or  formal 
reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey, 
project,  or  work  under  way  or  proposed  are 
submitted  to  Congress,  no  supplemental  or 
additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  may  cause  a  review  of 
any  examination  or  survey  to  be  made  and  a 
report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national 
defense  or  by  changed  physical  or  economic 
conditions:  And  provided  further,  That  the 
Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  any  waterway  or  harbor  mentioned 
in  this  act  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law; 

Rahway  River  and  its  tributaries,  New 
Jersey; 


Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia 
and  North  Carolina; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  N.  C.; 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  St.  John  River, 
Fla.; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria- 
Galveston  Soil  Conservation  District,  the 
Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  District,  the 
Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and 
the  Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  Di¬ 
strict,  Texas,  with  a  view  to  improvement  in 
the  interest  of  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
related  purposes,  including  channel  and  ma¬ 
jor  drainage  improvements; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City, 
Tex.,  with  a  view  to  providing  for  its  protec¬ 
tion  against  storms  and  erosions,  including 
the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 
aids  to  commerce  located  there; 

Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue, 
Ohio,  and  the  surrounding  area  of  Seneca, 
Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Counties,  with 
a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  ex¬ 
cess  underground  and  surface  waters; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view 
to  determining  the  advisability  of  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 
uses. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is 
hereby  authorized  to  allot  from  any  appro¬ 
priations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for 
flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for  any 
one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small 
flood-control  projects  not  specifically  author¬ 
ized  by  Congress,  and  not  within  areas  in¬ 
tended  to  be  protected  by  projects  so  author¬ 
ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of 
section  1  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22, 
1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided, 
That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted 
for  this  purpose  at  any  single  locality  from 
the  appropriations  for  any  one  fiscal  year: 
Provided  further.  That  the  provisions  of  local 
cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  as  amended, 
shall  apply:  And  provided  further,  That  the 
work  shall  be  complete  in  itself  and  not  com¬ 
mit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  im¬ 
provement  to  insure  its  successful  operation, 
except  as  may  result  from  the  normal  pro¬ 
cedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 
submission  of  preliminary  examination  and 
survey  reports. 

Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by 
section  12  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946, 
is  hereby  further  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
authorized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations 
heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  con¬ 
trol,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for  any  one 
fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or 
in  the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance 
of  any  flood-control  work  threatened  or  de¬ 
stroyed  by  flood,  including  the  strengthen¬ 
ing,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modifica¬ 
tion  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  ade¬ 
quate  functioning  of  the  work  for  flood  con¬ 
trol.” 

Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
carrying  out  improvements  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army,  and  the  sum  of  $10,009,- 
000  additional  is  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  and  expended  in  equal  amounts  by 
the  Departments  of  the  Army  and  Agricul¬ 
ture  for  carrying  out  any  examination  or 
survey  provided  for  in  this  act  and  any  other 
acts  of  Congress  to  be  prosecuted  by  said 
Departments. 

Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  as  an 
emergency  fund  to  be  expended  under  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and 
the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for 
the  repair,  restoration,  and  strengthening  of 
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levees  and  other  flood-control  works  which 
have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by  recent 
floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  de¬ 


stroyed  by  later  floods,  including  the  raising, 


extending,  or  other  modification  of  such 
works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate 
functioning  of  the  works  for  flood  control: 
Provided,  That  the  provisions  of  local  co¬ 
operation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  as  amended, 
shall  apply:  Provided  further,  That  pending 
the  appropriation  of  said  sum,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  may  allot  from  existing  flood  - 
control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be 
.necessary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of 
the  work  authorized  by  this  section,  such  ap¬ 
propriations  to  be  reimbursed  from  said 
emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And 
provided  further,  That  funds  allotted  under 
this  authority  shall  not  be  diverted,  from 
the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  “Flood  control,  general,”  made  available 
in  War  Department  Civil  Functions  Appro¬ 
priation  Acfla  for  specific  purposes. 

Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Flood 
Control  Act  of  1948.” 


Page  17,  line  3,  after  the  word  "this”,  strike 
out  the  word  “Act”  and  insert  the  word 
“title.” 

Page  17,  lines  15,  16,  17,  and  18,  after  the 
word  “Provided" ,  strike  out  "That  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  local  cooperation  specified  in  section 
3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936, 
as  amended,  shall  apply”,  and  insert  "That 
local  interests  shall  provide  without  cost  to 
the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and 
rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  work  and 
shall  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works 
after  completion  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to 
the  Chief  of  Engineers.” 


Mr.  DONDERO  (interrupting  the 
reading  of  the  bill).  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  bill  be 
considered  as  read  and  subject  to  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
send  to  the  Clerk’s  desk,  on  behalf  of  the 
committee,  a  list  of  clarifying  amend¬ 
ments  passed  by  the  Committee  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Works,  and  I  ask  that  they  be  con¬ 
sidered  en  bloc. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendments. 

-The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendments  oSered  by  Mr.  Dondebo: 

Page  2,  line  4,  after  the  word  “projects”, 
strike  out  “herein.” 

Page  2,  line  5,  after  the  partial  word  “ized”, 
insert  the  words  “in  this  title.” 

Page  3,  line  11,  after  the  word  “Numbered”, 
strike  out  “680”  and  insert  “580.” 

Page  4,  line  17,  strike  out  the  long  dash  and 
insert  “644.” 

Page  4,  line  21,  after  the  word  “Numbered”, 
strike  out  the  long  dash  and  insert  “650.” 

Page  4,  line  24,  after  the  word  “Numbered”, 
strike  out  the  long  dash  and  insert  “154.” 

Page  5,  line  2,nfter  the  word  “Numbered”, 
strike  out  the  ldig  dash  and  insert  “646.” 

Page  5,  line  10,  after  the  word  “Numbered”, 
strike  out  the  long  dash  and  insert  “635.” 

Page  6,  line  9,  after  the  word  “this”,  insert 
the  word  “title.” 

Page  6,  line  17,  after  the  word  “this”,  strike 
out  the  word  “Act”  and  insert  the  word 
“title.” 

Page  7,  line  1,  strike  out  “Desoris”  and  in¬ 
sert  “Dosoris.” 

Page  7,  line  19,  after  the  word  “this”,  strike 
out  the  word  “Act”  and  insert  the  word 
“title.” 

Page  8,  line  9,  after  the  partial  word  “ects”, 
strike  out  the  word  “herein”  and  insert  after 
the  word  “authorized”  the  words  “in  this 
title.” 

Page  9,  line  6,  after  the  word  “this”,  strike 
out  the  word  “Act”  and  insert  the  word 
“title.’ 

Page  9,  line  14,  after  the  word  “this”,  strike 
out  the  word  “Act”  and  insert  the  word 
“title.” 

Page  14,  line  12,  after  the  word  “this”, 
strike  out  the  word  “Act”  and  insert  the  word 
“title.” 

Page  16,  line  23,  after  the  word  “improve¬ 
ments”,  insert  “under  this  title.” 


[Mr.  WILSON  of  Indiana  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 


GENERAL  LEAVE  XQ  4SXXEND 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr/  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  five  legislature  days  in  which  to 
revise  and  extend  their  remarks  on  the 
bill. 

The  SPEAKER./ Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  /he  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  noAbjection. 

FOREIGN  AID  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  TABER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R, 


Mr.  LUCAS  reserved  all  points  of  order 
on  the  bill. 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 


n  per- 
the 
elude  a 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  committee  amendments. 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
.from  Indiana  [Mr.  Wilson!  may  extend 
his  remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his/  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  include  a  magazine  article.  / 

Mr.  COOLEY  asked  and  was  g: 
mission  to  extend  his  remark: 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  f 
magazine  article.  / 

Mr.  HOBBS  asked  and  way  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  rerp&rks  jn  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  a/d  include  an 
article  entitled  “The  Dinn/r-Table  War” 
by  Dorothy  Thompson 

Mr.  HAVENNER  (at  tile  request  of  Mr 
Bland)  was  given  pertflission  to  extend 
.his  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Rec¬ 
ord  and  include  extraneous  matter 


STAR  ROUTE  MAIL  CONTRACTS 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  will  now  rise. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Fulton,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  construc¬ 
tion,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other 
purposes,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution 
589,  he  reported -the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  amendments  adopted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed,  and  a  motion  to  recon¬ 
sider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


Mr.  HALLECK/  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  ‘ 
unanimous  consdnt  that  for  the  Rules 
Committee  I  may  call  up  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  623,  providing  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill,  /  263,  to  provide  for  the 
carrying  of  pail  on  star  routes,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  CleyK  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  req/fest  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indians 

Th e/e  was  no  objection. 

Th/  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
a  c/p t ion  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  consideration  of 
the  bill  (S.  263)  to  provide  for  the  carrying 
of  mail  on  star  routes,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said 
bill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after  general 
debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill 
-and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair¬ 
man  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Post  Oflice  and  Civil  Service, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-minute  rule.  It  shall  be  in  order  to 
consider  without  the  intervention  of  any 
point  of  order  the  substitute  committee 
amendment  recommended  by  the  Committee 
on  Post  Oflice  and  Civil  Service  now  in  the 

■  substitute  for  the  purpose  of 
hall  be  considered  under  the 
as  an  original  bill.  At  the 
the  reading  of  the  bill  for 
ihe  Committee  shall  rise  and 
me  to  the  House  with  such 
is  may  have  been  adopted,  and 
lay  demand  a  separate  vote  in 
n  any  of  the  amendments 
adopted  in  th&  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
the  bill  or  committee  substitute.  The  pre¬ 
vious  question  shMl  be  considered  as  ordered 
on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final 
passage  without  intervening  motion  except 
one  motion  to  recomii»it. 


6801)  maldhg  appropriations  for  foreign 
aid  for  th/period  beginning  April  3,  1948, 
and  endmg  June  30,  1949,  and  for  other 
purposes  (Rept.  No.  2173),  which  was 
read  or  first  and  second  time,  and  with 
the  accompanying  papers,  referred  to 
the  /Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
th/state  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be 
pirated. 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mrs,  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  1  minute.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 


Indiana  is  recognized. 


Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  , 
was  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Service  and,  amofig  other 
things,  pertains  to  the  carrying  df.  mail 
on  star  routes.  Members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  are  here  to  discuss  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  itself.  I  have  no  further  con/ 
ment  concerning  it.  I  see  the  gentle- 

\ 
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from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  is  here. 
Id  him  30  minutes, 
r.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  not 

hereVhen  the  bm  was  called  UP  for 

consideration  because  the  Rules  Com¬ 
mittee  wfes  holding  hearings  on  very  im¬ 
portant  legislation. 

However,!  know  something  about  this 
bill.  I  appreciate  that  some  Members 
feel  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  change  our 
star-route  syst&pi  and  eliminate  the 
awarding  of  contracts  to  low  bidders. 
This  bill  proposes  t6,give  the  Postmaster 
General  the  right  to  £hyard  contracts  not 
to  the  lowest  bidder  but  to  any  bidder  he 
may  prefer.  I  know  it 'has  been  stated 
that  these  star-route  careers  have  not 
made  very  much  money.\However,  I 
think  they  are  being  much  better  com¬ 
pensated  than  the  post-office  &,erks  and 
the  letter  carriers  in  the  large  cities 
where  the  cost  of  living  has  andMs  go¬ 
ing  up  so  tremendously.  Still  we  are 
holding  up  the  bill  to  increase  the  wages 
of  the  postal  workers,  a  bill  that  the 
country  demands  and  urges  that  we  pass 
in  order  to  do  something  to  relieve  the 
unfortunate  situation  of  a  group  of  men 
who  beyond  any  doubt  are  the  most 
patriotic  and  the  hardest  workingmen 
we  have  in  the  Government  service. 
That  bill  is  not  being  brought  in  here  for 
consideration,  but  this  bill,  eliminating 
the  protection  that  the  Government  has 
in  letting  contracts  to  the  lowest  bidders, 
and  playing  favorites,  is  called  up 
for  consideration.  The  measure  plays 
favoritism  with  those  who  stand  best 
with  the  powers  that  be  regardless  of 
what  the  increased  cost  may  be.  Per¬ 
sonally,  I  tried  to  obtain  some  informa¬ 
tion  on  how  much  it  will  cost  over  pres¬ 
ent  costs,  but  I  was  unable  to  obtain  the 
information  from  those  who  testified  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Rules.  I  am  un¬ 
der  the  impression  that  this  will  add  an 
additional  three  to  five  million  dollars  to 
the  cost  of  star-route  service.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  justification  for  it, 
except  that  some  gentlemen  are  inter¬ 
ested  in  some  of  these  people  who  would 
like  to  get  these  contracts  at  their  own 
price.  In  view  of  the  ever-increasing 
cost  of  government  I  think  that  we 
should  cease  being  reckless  in  our  appro; 
priations  and  in  -the  passing  of  legisla¬ 
tion  that  means  an  additional  bupaen 
upon  the  taxpayers  of  our  country,* 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  also  have  ha^  a  bill 
pending  for  a  long  while  that  .would  to 
some  extent  reduce  the  deficit  which 
exists  in  the  Post  Office  Department.  I 
refer  to  the  bill  to  increase*second-class 
mail  rates.  I  wonder  why’ it  is  not  being 
brought  in  here  for  cphsideration,  be¬ 
cause  it  has  been  carefully  drafted  and 
the  committee  has  given  it  a  great  deal 
of  consideration.  Jf  the  bill  were  passed 
I  think  we  would-  be  able  to  reduce  our 
postal  deficit  1$  from  $150,000,000  to 
$160,000,000.  /'there  is  still  another  bill 
that  should  )s'e  considered  instead  of  the 
one  under --consideration,  but  you  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  the  power,  you  have  the 
majority;  and  the  demands  of  the  favor¬ 
ites  aye  great  and  you  will  follow  their 
wishes  regardless  of  the  cost  of  the 
/ernment  and  regardless  of  the  fact 
you  have  failed  to  bring  in  the  bill 
living  promised  wage  increases  to  the 


deserving  postal  and  other  Government 
employees.  Yet  you  have  failed  to  bring 
m  this  bill  increasing  second-class  rates 
which  will  reduce  the  deficit  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  as  I  have  stated  by 
at  least  $150,000,000. 

I  know  why  you  do  not  bring  the  bill 
in.  It  would  perhaps  affect  some  of  the 
magazines  that  are  friendly  to  you  and 
that  you  have  so  much  interest  in,  also 
it  may  affect  some  of  the  newspapers  that 
are  favorable  to  you,  so  you  do  not  want 
to  increase  the  cost  of  second-class  mail. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SABATH.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  deficit  in  the  Post  Office 
operations  and  its  effect  on  the  taxpayers, 
and  he  referred  to  a  measure  to  increase 
the  postal  rates  to  overcome  some  of  that 
deficit.  Would  the  gentleman  support 
such  an  increase  as  that — that  is,  an 
increase  in  the  postal  rates — if  such  a 
bill  were  brought  in  here? 

Mr.  SABATH.  Yes;  and  especially  o: 
second-class  mail  matter.  You  do  m 
lose  any  money  on  first-class  maiL/  I 
lea've  it  to  the  chairman  of  the  comihit- 
tee  i?  I  am  not  right  that  we  are  .losing 
money*  on  second-class  mail  maj^er  due 
to  the  f hp  t  that  we  are  carrying millions 
of  catalogs  of  mail-order  houses,  which 
cost  a  tremendous  amount  o^money,  and 
which  you  ^re  interested  in  aiding. 
These  catalogs*,  weighing^  2  or  3  pounds, 
are  sent  at  grealcost  tcythe  Government. 
I  do  not  think  the\iaii-order  houses  need 
this  relief  or  shoultrcontinue  to  receive 
this  advantage  fponv  the  Government. 
They  are  making/enoitei  money  the  way 
it  is,  there  is  nfi  questioh  about  that. 

(Mr.  SABATH  asked  &pd  was  given 
permission  po  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HyfliLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
no  furtyfer  requests  for  time. 

Miy  SABATH.  Neither  have  L  Mr. 
Speaker.  \ 

lr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  iriqve 
Te  previous  question. 


might  be  described  as  insecurity  ar 
financial  losses  to  the  carriers,  botly^f 
which  have  had  a  rather  bad  effecjr  on 
the  mail  service  as  well  as  the  moj^Cle  of 
the  carriers.  In  recent  years  evefy  Con¬ 
gress  has  been  plagued  with  thyproblem 
of  the  star-route  carriers  a^fd  all  are 
agreed  that  something  oughpto  be  done, 
but  the  proper  solution  ha/oeen  difficult 
to  obtain. 

I  want  to  say  right  fo£re  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentlemai/  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Murray],  has  spent  a  great  deal  of 
time  and  effort  anjj'energy  in*an  attempt 
to  deal  with  thW'  problem.  A  bill,  was 
reported  to  the,-House  in  a  previous  Con¬ 
gress  authored  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  LMr.  Murray],  but  for  some 
reason  didmot  secure  the  approval  of  the 
House.  Jbo,  we  are  here  today  with  this 
bill  recommended  unanimously  by  our 
comrpfttee  and  reported  by*the  gentle- 
mapr  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Murray]; 
itylias  been  agreed  upon  and  approved 
the  Post  Office  Department.  It  has 
^rlso  been  approved  by  the  legislative  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  star-route  carriers. 
I  do  not  know  of  any  objection  to  this 
legislation. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  What  will  be  the 
application  of  the  provision  in  this  bill 
to  a  situation  where  bids  have  already 
been  submitted  to  the  Post  Office  De¬ 
partment  on  a  particular  route  in  the 
United  States,  and  presently  under  con¬ 
sideration? 

Mr.  REES.  With  respect  to  that,  the 
bill  says  in  substance  that  if  the  Post¬ 
master  General  approves  the  man  who 
has  the  present  contract  he  may  con¬ 
tinue  his  contract.  What  we  are  trying 
to  get  rid  of  here  is  the  cut-throat  bid¬ 
ding,  where  one  person  has  a  contract 
in  effect  and  wants  to  renew  it,  and  some¬ 
body  comes  along  and  underbids  him  by 
a  few  dollars.  Ordinarily  the  lowest  bid¬ 
der  is  the  one  who  receives  it,  but  suppose 
a  man  bids  $10  or  $25  per  year  less,  we  will 
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The  previous  question  was  ordered.  \  say,  under  the  present  law  the  new  bid 
The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  \  der  is  expected  to  get  the  contract, 
the  resolution.  /  'Then  frequently  he  is  disappointed  and 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  REES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (S.  263)  to  provide  for  the  carrying 
of  mail  on  star  routes,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  S.  263,  with  Mr. 

Stefan  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  REES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  8  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  purpose  of  this  leg¬ 
islation  is  to  correct  certain  evils  that 
have  grown  up  during  the  years  with 
respect  to  star-route  service.  The  evils 


asks  to  be  relieved  of  h|s  contract.  We 
are\tryipg  to  get  away  from  that.  Of 
course,  if  he  has  offered  a  substantial 
bid  that  is  lower  and  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  thinks  a  substantial  amount  can  be 
saved,  sdqh  a  contract  should  be  ap- 
substantially  the  bill  pro- 
Postmaster  General  may 
-ract  now  in  effect  if  the 
fair'and  the  service  satisfac- 
the  contract  is  open 
nt  law  obtains.  The 


flks 
s 

proved,  b 
vides  that 
continue  a 
contract  is 
tory.  Of  course 
for  bidding,  the 


pres 

lowest  bidder  is  given,  consideration,  pro¬ 
vided  he  can  give  the\bond  and  comply 
with  the  law  and  the  fyles  and  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder.  \ 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield?  \ 

Mr.  REES.  I  yield  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina';  y^ho  has 
taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  this  leg¬ 
islation.  \ 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Under  the  bill 
now  being  presented  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Kansas,  can  the  Post- 
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Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 


AN  ACT 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted,  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I — LIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

4  Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers 

5  and  harbors  and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  con- 

6  trol,  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 
I  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
8  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accord- 
0  ance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom- 

10  mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports 
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hereinafter  designated :  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of 
section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  Numbered  14,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first 
session),  shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  authorized  in 
this  title ;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improvement  for 
navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  553, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered  552,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Rock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Chester  River,  Maryland  (channel  from  Kent  Island 
Narrows  to  Wells  Cove)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  380, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  580,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Virginia; 
House  Document  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River, 
Virginia;  House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document 
Numbered  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Eear  River,  North 
Carolina,  including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina;  House  Document  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  559,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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(jalveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House 
Document  Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of 

Traverse  City)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  New  York;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California  ;  House  Document  Numbered 
644,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  Biver  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document 
Numbered  586,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  boat 
basin  at,  Garibaldi)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  650, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Umpqua  Biver,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Win¬ 
chester  Bay)  ;  Senate  Document  Numbered  154,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 
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1  Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel)  ;  House  Docu- 

2  ment  Numbered  646,  Eightieth  Congress; 

3  Coos  and  Millicoma  Bivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document 

4  Numbered  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

5  Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warrenton)  ;  Senate 
(  Document  Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress ; 

7  Smith  Biver,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94 

8  Eightieth  Congress ; 

9  Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  Biver,  Washington;  House 
16  Document  Numbered  635,  Eightieth  Congress. 

11  Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appro- 

12  priations  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing 

13  river  and  harbor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria- 
11  tions,  may  he  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  the 

15  collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its 

16  tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a 

17  separate  and  distinct  project. 

18  Sec.  103.  That  the  existing  project  for  the  Neches  and 

19  Angelina  Bivers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  Biver  and  Harbor 
26  Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to 

21  provide  that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances  that 

22  upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute 
22  toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
21  shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not 
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1  to  exceed  two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for 

2  its  own  use. 

3  Sec.  104.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author- 

4  ized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 

5  surveys  to  be  made  at  the  following-named  localities,  the 

6  cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 

7  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  pre- 

8  liminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 

9  works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  title  or  some  prior 

10  Act  or  joint  resolution  shall  be  made :  Provided  further,  That 

11  after  the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law 

12  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work  under  way  or 

13  proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental  or  additional  report 
11  or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law:  Provided 
15  further,  That  the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
10  entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water- 

17  way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for 

18  the  proposed  work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law :  Provided 

19  further,  That  reports  of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and  shore 
2d  protection  shall  include  an  estimate  of  the  public  interests 

21  involved,  and  such  plan  of  improvement  as  is  found  justified, 

22  together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs  in  each  case : 

23  And  'provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  con- 

94. 

stiued  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested 
in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law: 
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1  Dosoris  Creek,  New  York; 

2  Tolckester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

3  Little  Magothy  Biver,  Maryland; 

4  Holdens  Creek,  Virginia; 

5  Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

6  Back  Biver,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  con- 

7  necting  Back  Biver  with  Front  Cove ; 

8  Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 

9  Powells  Bay,  Accomack  Comity,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts 
19  Point,  and  channel  connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast”; 

11  Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington. 

12  Sec.  105.  Title  I  may  he  cited  as  the  “Biver  and 

13  Harbor  Act  of  1948”. 

14  TITLE  II— FLOOD  CONTBOL 

15  Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22, 

10  1936  (Public,  Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress), 

17  as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938 

18  (Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy-fifth  Congress),  shall 

19  appfy  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  title  except  that  for 

20  any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 

21  provisions  (a) ,  (b) ,  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of 

22  June  22,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise 

23  provided  by  law :  Provided,  That  the  authorization  for  any 
21  flood-control  project  herein  adopted  requiring  local  cooper- 
25  ation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the  date  on  which  local 
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1  interests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department  of  the 

2  Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 

3  interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 

4  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation 

5  will  be  furnished. 

6  Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of 

7  December  22,  1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth 

8  Congress,  second  session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  proj- 

9  ects  authorized  in  this  title;  and  the  procedures  therein  set 

10  forth  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of 

11  improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation 

12  and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 
18  forth  in  full. 

14  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 

15  that  the  following  provisions  shall  be  observed: 

16  No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a 

17  project  for  flood  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be 

18  authorized  by  the  Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project 
P  or  modification  has  been  previously  submitted  by  the  Chief 

20  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  conformity  with 

21  existing  law. 

Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for 

22  the  benefit  of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  flood- 
^1  waters  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  author- 
2,r*  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
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1  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 

2  in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  reports  here- 

3  inafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 

4  therein:  Provided,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications, 

5  and  preliminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any  project 

6  authorized  in  this  title  with  funds  from  appropriations  here- 

7  tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready 

8  for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  program:  Provided 

9  further,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated 

10  as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  be 

11  consistent  with  budgetary  requirements:  And  provided 

12  further,  That  pen  stocks  and  other  similar  facilities  adapted 

13  to  possible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydroelectric 

14  power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam  authorized  in  this  title 

15  for  construction  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  when 

16  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  lecommenda- 

17  tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Federal  Power  Com- 

18  mission : 

P9  ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

20  The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett, 

21  Missouri,  in  the  Arkansas  Kiver  Basin  are  hereby  authorized 

22  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

23  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  445, 

24  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $740,000. 

IT.  R.  6419 - 2 
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1  The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas 

2  River  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  De- 

3  cember  22,  1944,  in  accordance  with  House  Document 

4  Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi- 

5  fled  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate  in  the 

6  cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across 

7  the  Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-Fort 

8  Smith  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $200,000. 

9  UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

10  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois, 

11  on  the  Rock  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 

12  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Emu- 

© 

13  neers  in  House  Document  Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Con- 

14  gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

45  The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  River, 

16  Illinois,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 

17  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  245,  Eig'htieth  Congress,  at  an 

19  estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

The  pioject  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity 

21  of  Aitkin,  Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  River  is  hereby 

22  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 

23  tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num- 

24  bered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 

25  $1,680,000. 
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1  OHIO  RIVER  BASIN 

2  The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity 

3  of  Uniontown,  Pennsylvania,  on  Redstone  Creek,  are  hereby 

4  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 

5  mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 

6  Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 

7  $1,015,000. 

8  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Rosiclare,  Illinois, 
0  on  the  Ohio  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 

10  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 

11  neers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  125,  Eightieth  Con- 

12  gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

13  GREAT  LAKES  BASIN 

14  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity, 

15  New  York,  on  Tonawanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  sub- 

16  stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

17  Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  46, 

18  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $565,000. 

19  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansville  and  vicinity, 

20  New  York,  on  Canaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee 

21  River,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 

22  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
22  Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti- 

mated  cost  of  $165,000. 

25  The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on 
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1  Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is 

2  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 

3  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu- 

4  ment  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 

5  cost  of  $1,010,000. 

6  The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards 

7  Farm  area  and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from 

8  floods  caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from  increases  in 

9  the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby  authorized  substan- 

10  tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 

11  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 

12  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

13  SANTA  CLARA  RIVER  BASIN 

14  The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara 

15  River  and  its  tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized 

16  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

17  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  443, 

18  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $4,960,000. 

19  GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

20  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity, 

21  Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  sub- 

22  stan tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

23  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  274, 

24  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,390,000. 
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1  LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

2  The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the 

3  Lower  Mississippi  River,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May 

4  15,  1928,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modi- 

5  fied  and  expanded  to  include  the  following  item  and  the 

6  authorization  for  said  project  is  increased  accordingly: 

7  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi  River 

8  below  Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West  Tennessee 

9  tributaries  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is  hereby 

10  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 

11  tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num- 

12  bered  627,  Eightieth  Congress. 

13  Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  auth- 

14  orized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 

15  surveys  for  flood  control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan- 

16  nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and  floods  aggravated 

17  by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects  to  be  made  under  the 

18  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage  areas  of  the 

19  United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 

20  the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 

21  ture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examina- 

22  tions  and  surveys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 

23  soil-erosion  prevention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 

24  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
19 


made  for  such  purposes :  Provided,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or 
work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no 
supplemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  cause  a  review  of  any  examination  or  survey  to 
be  made  and  a  report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national  defense  or  by  changed 
physical  or  economic  conditions :  And  provided  further,  That 
the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor 
mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law; 

Rahway  River  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey; 

Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina ; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina; 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  River,  Florida; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil 


20  Consei  vation  District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  Dis~ 

21  trict,  Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the 

22  Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  District,  Texas,  with 

93 

a  view  to  improvement  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  related  purposes,  including  channel  and  major 
2o  drainage  improvements ; 
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1  Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  with 

2  a  view  to  providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  ero- 

3  sions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 

4  aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

5  Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan ; 

6  Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the 

7  surrounding  area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Coun- 

8  ties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess 

9  underground  and  surface  waters; 

10  Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determin- 

11  ing  the  advisability  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navi- 

12  gation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 

13  uses. 

14  Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 

15  authorized  to  allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or 

16  hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 

17  any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small  flood-control 

18  projects  not  specifically  authorized  by  Congress,  and  not 

19  within  areas  intended  to  he  protected  by  projects  so  author- 

20  ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 

21  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of 

22  the  Chief  of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided, 

23  That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose 

24  at  any  single  locality  from  the  appropriations  for  any  one 

25  fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  local 
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1  cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 

2  June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply:  And  provided 

3  further,  That  the  work  shall  he  complete  in  itself  and  not 

4  commit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  improvement 
0  1°  insure  its  successful  operation,  except  as  may  result  from 
G  the  normal  procedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 

7  submission  of  preliminary  examination  and  survey  reports. 

8  Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 

9  August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Flood 

10  Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read 

11  as  follows: 

12  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author- 

13  ized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  here- 

14  after  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 

15  any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in 

16  the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 

17  worh  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the 

18  strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification 
thereof  as  may  he  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief 

20  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning  of  the  work  for 

21  flood  control.” 

22  Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 

qo 

authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  carrying  out  improvements 
-"1  under  this  title  by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  and  the  sum 
of  $10,000,000  additional  is  authorized  to  he  appropriated 
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1  and  expended  in  equal  amounts  by  the  Departments  of  the 

2  Army  and  Agriculture  for  carrying  out  any  examination  or 

3  survey  provided  for  in  this  title  and  any  other  Acts  of 

4  Congress  to  be  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 

5  Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 

6  authorized  to  be  appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be 

7  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

8  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  repair, 

9  restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood- 
id  control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

11  recent  floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

12  later  floods,  including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modi- 

13  fication  of  such  works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discre- 
11  tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning 
lb  0f  the  works  for  flood  control:  Provided,  That  local  interests 

16  shall  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands, 

17  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  work  and 
I3  shall  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion 

19  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers . 

20  Provided  further,  That  pending  the  appropriation  of 

21  said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from  exist- 

22  ing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be  neces- 

23  sary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized 

24  by  this  section,  such  appropriations  to  be  reimbursed  from 

25  said  emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And  provided 
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1  further ,  That  funds  allotted  under  this  authority  shall  not 

2  he  diverted  from  the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria- 

3  tion  “Flood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  De- 

4  partment  Civil  Functions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific 

5  purposes. 

6  Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Flood  Control 
1  Act  of  1948”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  June  3,  1948. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 
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80th  CONGRESS  ¥  f  ¥1|  A  -fl 

2dSession  ii.  K.  6419 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  7  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 
Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Cain  to  the  bill  (II.  It.  6419) 
to  change  the  name  of  the  site  of  Foster  Creek  Dam  on  the 
Columbia  River  in  Washington  State  to  Chief  Joseph  Dam, 
viz :  At  the  proper  place  in  the  bill,  insert  the  following : 

1  The  dam  site  known  as  Foster  Creek  Dam  on  the  Colum- 

2  bia  River  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief  Joseph  Dam, 

3  and  any  law,  regulation,  document,  or  record  of  the  United 

4  States  in  which  such  dam  is  designated  or  referred  to  under 

5  the  name  of  Foster  Creek  Dam  shall  be  held  to  refer  to  such 

6  dam  under  and  by  the  name  Chief  Joseph  Dam. 
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Calendar  No.  1 636 


80th  Congress  \ 

SENATE 

j  Report 

2d  Session  j 

1  No.  1568 

AUTHORIZING  THE  CONSTRUCTION,  REPAIR,  AND  PRESERVATION 
OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  FOR 
NAVIGATION,  FLOOD  CONTROL,  AND  FOR  OTHER  PURPOSES 


June  9  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948. — Ordered  to  be  printed 
I 

Mr.  Malone,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  submitted  the 

following 


REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  6419] 


The  Committee  on  Public  Works,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the  same,  report 
favorably  thereon  with  amendments  and  recommend  that  the  bill  as 
amended,  do  pass. 

General  Statement 

Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of 
1946,  flood  control  and  rivers  and  harbors  projects  were  considered  by 
separate  committees  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  were 
authorized  in  separate  bills.  Since  those  functions  have  now  been 
merged  in  the  Committee  on  Public  Works,  the  bill,  H.  R.  6419,  as 

I  passed  by  the  House,  contains  both  flood-control  and  river  and 
harbor  projects  segregated  under  two  titles:  Title  I,  Rivers  and  Har¬ 
bors;  and  Title  II,  Flood  Control. 

The  report  of  the  House  Committee  on  Public  Works  on  this  bill 
includes  several  pertinent  paragraphs  in  explanation  of  the  purposes  of 
the  bill  which  are  quoted  below  for  the  information  of  the  Senate: 

The  most  advantageous  choice  of  river  and  harbor  projects  for  construction 
can  best  be  made  if  many  economically  sound  projects  are  authorized  and  available 
for  selection  and  appropriation.  Appreciating  this  fact  the  Public  Works  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  strongly  recommends  that  a  river  and  harbor  bill  be  enacted, 
at  this  session  of  Congress,  to  authorize  the  future  construction  or  modification 
of  the  projects  included  herein. 

]  The  committee  has  carefully  analyzed  the  reports  and  the  testimony  presented 
to  it.  It  finds  that  a  number  of  deep-draft  channels  and  harbors  are  presently 
inadequate  to  accommodate  the  new  deeper  draft  tankers  and  dry-cargo  vessels. 

I  These  channels  were  constructed  to  serve  the  now  obsolete  and  rapidly  vanishing 
S.  Kept.  1568,  80-2 - 1 
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ocean  carriers  with  drafts  up  to  30  feet  and  speeds  not  exceeding  11  knots.  Vessels 
with  loaded  drafts  from  30  to  34  feet  and  speeds  up  to  16  knots  now  predominate 
in  the  trade  using  the  channels  and  harbors  which  are  recommended  for  improve¬ 
ment.  The  efficiency  and,  in  fact,  the  survival  of  the  American  merchant  marine, 
with  its  high  standard  of  wages,  require  for  economical  operation  that  channels 
be  sufficiently  deep  and  wide  to  permit  :  (a)  loading  to  full  draft;  ( b )  full  speed  in 
the  channel  with  safety  and  convenience;  and  (c)  quick  turn-around  by  having 
deeper  draft  ports  provided  along  the  coasts.  The  savings  accruing  from  the 
economical  operation  of  fully  loaded  deeper  draft  vessels  are  reflected  in  lower 
transportation  charges  which  are  a  part  of  the  delivered  cost  of  cargoes. 

Parallel  to  the  need  for  deep-draft  channels  and  harbors  is  need  for  improvement 
of  shallow-draft  channels  and  harbors.  These  improvements  are  necessary  to 
provide  for  growing  fishing  fleets,  the  smaller  tankers  and  dry  cargo  vessels,  and 
rapidly  expanding  recreational  fleets.  The  construction  of  such  vessels  was  almost 
halted  during  the  war  but  has  been  resumed  at  an  increased  rate.  The  commercial 
vessels  above-mentioned  play  a  vital  part  in  the  economic  life  of  the  seaboard  of 
the  country.  Not  only  are  they  increasing  in  number  but  here  too  the  trend  is 
to  larger  and  deeper  draft  boats  for  economical  operation.  In  some  cases  the 
areas  served  by  these  smaller  vessels  are  almost  entirely  dependent  on  water 
transportation.  Boating  has  long  since  become  a  means  of  providing  the  average 
man  and  his  family  the  opportunity  of  enjoying  recreation  away  from  the  con¬ 
gested  areas  and  highways.  Boatbuilding  and  furnishing  supplies  and  services 
needed  by  recreational  boat  owners  has  become  a  great  industry.  This  business 
is  a  vital  factor  in  the  economy  of  many  communities.  Harbors  for  the  accommo¬ 
dations  of  these  boats  frequently  serve  as  harbors  of  refuge  for  small  craft  of  all 
kinds. 

Flood  control  throughout  the  United  States  has  progressed  in  general  at  a 
satisfactory  rate  since  establishment  of  the  first  national  flood-control  policy  by 
the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1936.  Although  presently  authorized  projects  are 
well  dispersed  throughout  the  country  there  are  many  areas  where  flood  problems 
are  acute  and  which  are  not  within  the  areas  intended  to  be  protected  by  author¬ 
ized  projects.  Some  of  these  areas,  for  which  projects  have  been  recommended 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers,  are  considered  to  warrant  immediate  attention,  either 
because  of  the  high  rate  of  return  on  the  Federal  investment  or  because  of  the 
serious  menace  to  life  and  community  welfare  which  now  exists. 

The  Public  Works  Committee  of  the  House  feels  that  there  is  need  for  the 
authorization  of  these  flood-control  projects  in  this  bill  so  that  prompt  action 
may  be  taken  to  alleviate  the  flood  menace  in  these  localities.  The  committee 
feels  that  a  large  omnibus  bill  to  include  additional  monetary  authorization  for 
the  prosecution  of  comprehensive  river-basin  plans  and  to  include  large  new 
projects  can  safely  be  let  pass  over  until  the  next  session  of  the  Congress,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  existing  monetary  authorization  for  the  river-basin  plans  is 
considered  sufficient  to  permit  continuing  appropriations  for  the  prosecution  of 
these  plans  until  next  year.  For  these  reasons  the  committee  has  been  careful 
in  its  selection  of  these  few  outstanding  projects  for  flood  control  and  related 
purposes,  the  authorization  of  which  it  considers  to  be  urgent. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Public  Works  concurs  generally  with  the 
principles  and  views  of  the  House  committee  as  expressed  in  the 
preceding  paragraphs  and  it  has  directed  its  consideration  of  this  bill 
accordingly.  Subsequent  to  the  time  when  the  House  committee 
completed  its  hearings  on  projects  considered  for  this  bill,  reports  of 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  on  several  additional  worthy  and  urgent  proj¬ 
ects  have  been  received  by  the  Congress.  At  the  request  of  Members 
of  Congress,  the  committee  has  held  hearings  on  those  projects  as  well 
as  requested  modifications  of  previously  authorized  projects  arising 
from  emergency  conditions. 

The  committee  held  11  days  of  hearings  during  the  period  extending 
from  May  10,  1948,  to  June  4,  1948.  It  heard  testimony  from  145 
witnesses  including  Members  of  Congress,  farmers,  businessmen,  labor 
representatives,  engineers,  State  and  local  government  officials,  and 
representatives  of  many  other  occupations  and  callings. 
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The  reports,  testimony,  and  other  data  submitted  to  the  committee 
have  been  studied  carefully  and  the  committee  finds  that  there  are 
several  projects  presented  subsequent  to  the  close  of  the  House  hear¬ 
ings  which  are  amply  justified  for  inclusion  in  the  bill  under  the  same 
criteria  adopted  by  the  House  in  its  formulation  of  H.  R.  6419.  The 
committee  has  therefore  amended  the  bill  to  include  those  projects 
and  recommends  their  approval.  Tabulations  of  the  projects  and 
brief  descriptions,  including  the  costs,  of  each  project  follow  in  the 
discussion  of  the  amendments. 


Title  I.  Rivers  and  Harbors 

Projects  in  bill  as  passed  by  House: 


Items  (sec.  101,  unless  otherwise  indicated) 


\ 


Beals  Harbor,  Maine _ 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine  .  ------  ------ 

Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mass _ II.HH' 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass _ 

Taunton  River,  Mass _ _ _ ~~  ""  . 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Mass.  _  .  -  -  -  -  •  -  - 

Point  Judith  Harbor  of  Refuge,  R.  I _ 

Westcott  Cove,  Conn _ 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Conn _ li.IIII.I 

Rockhall  Harbor,  Md _  _ 

Channel  from  Kent  Island  Narrows  to  Wells  Cove,  Chester 
River,  Md. 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Md _ 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Md _ 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Va _ 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  Co.,  Va _  ___  '  ’ 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Va.,  southern  branch  of  Elizabeth  River 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  N.  C _ 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  F ear  River,  including 
waterway  to  Jacksonville,  N.  C. 

St.  Andrew  Bay,  Fla _ 

Galveston  Harbor,  Galveston  Channel,  and"  Houston  ship 
channel. 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christi,  Tex _ 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Mich _  .  " 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  N.  Y__. _ 

Pillar  Point,  Halfmoon  Bay,  Calif _ 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  Calif _ 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oreg _ 

Umpqua  Harbor  and  River  at  Winchester  Bay,  Oreg 

Channel  at  Charleston,  South  Slough,  Oreg _ 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oreg _ 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oreg _ 

Smith  River,  Oreg _ y~~~" 

Grays  Harbor,  Wash _ _ _ IIIIIIIII 

Baltimore  Harbor,  Md  (sec.  102) _ 

Modification  of  Neehes-Angelina  Rivers  project,  Tex.  (sec. 
103). 


Doc.  No. 
(80th  Cong.)  i 


H.  553 
H.  555. 
H.  552 
H.  566. 
H.  196.  . 
H.  600.. 
S. 15. 
H.  379.. 
H.  272. 
H.  273.. 
H.  380.. 


H.  381. 
H.  580. 
H.  420. 
H.  601. 
H.  545. . 
H.  422. 
H.  421. 

H.  559.. 
H.  561.. 

H.  560- 
H.  546.. 
H.  632.. 


H.  586. 


S.  124. 
S.  93. . 
S.  94.. 


Cost,  new 
work 


$85,  700 
41,  500 
18,  300 
35,  000 


760,  000 
176,  000 
21,  000 
82,  000 
40,  000 
16,  400 

77,000 
31, 600 
28,  600 
153,' 000 

1,  730,  000 

32,  500 
196,  000 

80,  000 
5,  057,  000 

2,  250,  000 
316,  200 
390,  000 

4,  500,  000 
190,  000 
70,  000 
34,  500 
349,  300 
310,  000 
114,  500 
96,  100 

3,  605,  700 


Annual 

maintenance 


20, 887,  900 


$1, 000 

1,  500 
500 

4,000 
1,000 
1,000 
7,000 
1,  200 
5,000 
2,000 
1,  000 

2,000 

2,  000 
1,000 
8,  200 

82,  800 
3,000 
3,  000 

12, 000 

219,  500 

100,  000 

3,  500 


43,  800 
4,  000 

3,  000 
500 

4,  500 
19,000 


11,  500 
103,  700 


652,  200 


l  “H‘ 


1  indicates  House  document;  “S”  indicates  Senate  document. 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION 

Desoris  Creek,  N.  Y. 

;  Tolchester  Beach  area,  Maryland 
Little  Magothy  River,  Md. 

Holdens  Creek,  Va. 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County, 
Va. 


AND  SURVEY  ITEMS  (SEC.  104) 

Back  River,  York  County,  Va. 
Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Va. 
Powells  Bay,  Accomac  County,  Va. 
Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Wash. 
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Amendments — Projects  recommended  by  Senate  committee: 


Items  added  (sec.  101) 


Doc.  No. 
(80th  Cong.) 

Cost,  new 
work 

Annual 

maintenance 

Winyah  Bav,  S.  C .  . . .  . .  . 

‘0 

$496,  900 
1, 133,  000 
56,  200 
17.  000 

7,  838,  000 
15,000 

Gulfport  Harbor,  Miss  _  _ 

$108, 000 

Harrison  County.  Miss.,  shore  protection _ 

Mississippi  River  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa  _  _ 

Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wis . . . . 

H.  661 _ 

H.  668 

1,000 
500 
28, 400 

Oswego  Harbor,  N.  Y _  _  _  . 

Bayou  Carlin,  La  _ . 

Total.- . .  _  _  . . . . 

9,  556, 100 

137, 900 

1  Modification  of  previously  authorized  project  at  saving  of  $137,000. 


Summaries  of  projects  recommended  by  Senate  committee: 

WINYAH  BAY,  S.  C. 

Location. — Winyah  Bay  is  located  on  the  coast  of  South  Carolina 
50  miles  northeast  of  Charleston  Harbor  and  90  miles  southwest  of 
the  entrance  to  Cape  Fear  River,  N.  C. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Works  of  the  United  States  Senate  adopted  April  20,  1948. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  a  channel  27  feet  deep  from  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  to  and  including  a  turning  basin  in  Sampit  River  600 
feet  wide  across  the  outer  bar  and  in  the  gorge  and  400  feet  wide 
thence  to  the  turning  basin,  widened  at  the  bends  to  be  secured  and 
maintained  by  the  construction  of  jetties.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
existing  project  is  $3,145,000. 

Plan  oj  recommended  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing 
project  by  a  cut-off  27  feet  deep  and  not  less  than  400  feet  wide  across 
the  base  of  the  point  to  the  present  turning  basin  in  Sampit  River 
and  a  branch  channel  27  feet  deep  and  not  less  than  200  feet  wide 
from  the  upstream  end  of  the  cut-off  downstream  to  existing  and  pro¬ 
spective  terminals  on  the  sharp  bend  at  Georgetown  in  lieu  of  the 
intercepted  reach  of  the  authorized  channel  that  follows  the  river 
along  the  Georgetown  City  water  front,  and  maintenance  of  the 
intercepted  reach  of  the  river  to  a  depth  of  18  feet  and  width  of  400 
feet. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — Construction  of 
the  proposed  plan  will  present  a  saving  to  the  United  States  of 
$137,000  over  that  of  the  existing  authorized  project. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  local  interests  furnish  without 
cost  to  the  United  States  as  and  when  required  necessary  rights-of- 
way,  easements,  spoil-disposal  areas,  and  other  lands  required  for  the 
construction  and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the  improvement. 

Annual  maintenance  charged  to  the  United  States. — No  increase  in 
annual  cost  of  maintenance  will  result  from  the  modified  project. 

Benefits. — In  addition  to  the  saving  in  construction  cost  to  tbe 
United  States,  the  proposed  cut-off  woidd  shorten  the  channel  distance 
to  the  deep-water  terminal  by  about  2  miles  and  would  eliminate  the 
difficulties  and  hazards  of  maneuvering  ships  around  the  sharp  bends 
in  the  river  alinement  in  front  to  Georgetown  as  proposed  in  the 
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existing  project.  The  Governor  of  South  Carolina  has  endorsed  this 
project.  As  the  existing  project  is  under  construction,  the  committee 
considers  it  desirable  to  authorize  this  change. 

GULFPORT  HARBOR,  MISS. 

Location. — Gulfport  Harbor  is  on  Mississippi  Sound  70  miles 
northeast  of  New  Orleans.  Entrance  to  the  harbor  is  through  an 
improved  channel  extending  from  deep  water  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
through  Ship  Island  Pass,  a  natural  deep-water  inlet  between  the 
barrier  islands  defining  the  sound,  and  across  the  sound  to  the  basin, 
a  total  distance  of  15  miles. 

Report  authorized  by. — In  response  to  a  resolution  adopted  May  16, 
1946,  by  the  committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Existing  * project . — The  existing  Federal  project  for  improvement 
provides  for  a  channel  27  feet  deep  and  300  feet  wide  across  Ship 
Island  bar,  thence  26  feet  deep  and  220  feet  wide  through  Mississippi 
Sound  to  the  harbor,  and  a  depth  of  26  feet  in  the  anchorage  basin. 
The  mean  tidal  range  is  1.75  feet. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing 
project  for  Gulfport  Harbor,  Miss.,  to  provide  for  a  depth  of  30  feet 
in  the  anchorage  basin,  a  channel  30  feet  deep  and  220  feet  wide  from 
the  basin  across  Mississippi  Sound  to  Ship  Island  bar,  and  a  channel 
32  feet  deep  and  300  feet  wide  across  Ship  Island  bar  to  deep  water 
in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  generally  in  accordance  with  the  plan  of  the 
district  engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $496,900. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $108,000,  in  addition 
to  that  now  required. 

Benefits. — The  handling  of  full  cargoes  at  the  harbor  in  deeper-draft 
vessels  is  estimated  to  result  in  a  saving  in  ship-operation  costs  of 
$60,000  when  compared  to  the  cost  at  adjacent  Gulf  ports,  and  in  a 
saving  of  $70,000  in  land  transportation  costs  on  137,000  tons  of 
bulk  commodities  moving  between  the  port  and  points  in  the  tribu- 
tar}^  area.  The  estimated  annual  benefits  total  $130,000,  which 
when  compared  to  the  annual  carrying  charge  of  $127,000  provides 
an  economic  benefit-cost  ratio  of  1.02. 

Remarks. — -While  the  prospective  commerce  is  comparatively  small 
in  volume  it  is  predominantly  foreign,  including  nitrates  from  Chile. 
Many  vessels  now  engaged  in  this  traffic  require  a  depth  of  30  feet  for 
full  loading  and  when  handicapped  by  inadequate  depth  of  26  feet 
that  now  exists  are  either  required  to  carry  part  loads  or  pick  up  and 
deliver  their  cargoes  at  adjacent  harbors.  Increasing  oil  production 
in  the  area  requires  use  of  the  port  by  the  larger  tankers.  Local 
interests  plan  extensive  expenditures  in  construction  of  port  facilities. 

HARRISON  COUNTY,  MISS.,  SHORE  PROTECTION 

_  Location. — Harrison  County  is  located  on  the  Gulf  coast  of  Missis¬ 
sippi,  about  midway  between  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  New  Orleans,  La. 
The  county  sea  wall  extends  along  the  Gulf  coast  from  Biloxi  Bay  on 
the  east  to  Henderson  Point  (Pass  Christian)  on  the  west,  a  distance 
of  about  24  miles. 
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Report  authorized  by. — Cooperative  report  prepared  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  2  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July 
3,  1930,  as  amended  and  supplemented. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  existing  Federal  project  for  beach 
erosion  control  (shore  protection)  improvements  along  Harrison 
County’s  coast  line. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Adoption  of  a  project  by  the 
United  States  authorizing  Federal  participation  toward  the  structural 
repair  of  the  Harrison  County  sea  wall  and  its  protection  by  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  beach,  300  feet  wide,  from  Biloxi  lighthouse  to  Hender¬ 
son  Point,  a  distance  of  about  24  miles.  In  addition,  local  interests 
will  accomplish  reconstruction  of  drainage  facilities  and  comply  with 
the  following:  (1)  Adopt  the  afore-mentioned  plan  of  improvement 
including  repairs  and  alterations;  (2)  submit  for  approval  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  detailed  plans  and  specifications  and  arrangements  for 
prosecuting  the  entire  improvement  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
such  work;  (3)  provide  all  necessary  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of- 
way  for  accomplishment  of  the  work;  and  agree  to  (a)  maintain  the 
sea  wall  and  drainage  facilities,  and  the  beach  by  artificial  replenish¬ 
ment,  during  the  useful  life  of  these  works  as  may  be  required  to 
serve  their  intended  purpose;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  all  claims  for  damages  that  may  arise  either  before,  during 
or  after  prosecution  of  work;  (c)  remedy  water  pollution  that  would 
endanger  public  health;  and  (dj  assure  perpetual  public  ownership  of 
the  beach  and  its  administration  for  public  use  only. 

Federal  participation  in  first  cost  for  construction. — $1,133,000. 

Total  estimated  first  cost  for  construction. — $2,368,000. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  the  United  States. — None;  all  to  be 
assumed  by  local  interests. 

Benefits. — It  is  estimated  that  the  benefits  accruing  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  beach,  measured  by  increased  taxation  revenue  and  earning 
power  (generally  3%  percent  interest)  on  the  enhanced  value  of  adjoin¬ 
ing  real  estate  by  reason  of  accommodating  large  numbers  of  vacation¬ 
ists  and  recreationists  and  other  factors,  will  average  $176,000  annu¬ 
ally.  Other  benefits  include  reduction  in  (a)  sea  wall  maintenance 
cost,  (b)  storm  damages  to  adjacent  property  including  the  important 
paralleling  highway  (U.  S.  No.  90),  (c)  interruption  to  highway  traffic 
thereon,  (d)  dislocation  of  normal  activities  in  the  area;  the  value  of 
these  additional  benefits  is  considered  to  approximate  $200,000 
annually.  Thus  the  estimated  total  benefits  amounting  to  $376,000 
compare  with  estimated  annual  carrying  charges  of  $196,000  to  give 
a  benefit-cost  ratio  for  the  over-all  project  of  1.9. 

Remarks. — The  combined  population  of  the  adjoining  coastal  com¬ 
munities  is  about  37,500.  This  coastal  area  is  a  summer  resort 
center,  summer  residences  being  maintained  there  by  residents  of 
inland  cities  and  of  other  States.  United  States  Highway  No.  90  is  the 
principal  road  between  Florida  and  Louisiana  and  the  most  heavily 
traveled  in  Mississippi.  That  highway  and  the  shore-line  property 
(publicly  owned)  will  be  protected  by  the  rehabilitated  sea  wall  and 
the  24-mile  beach,  which  will  be  of  great  recreational  value.  The 
degree  of  Federal  participation  in  the  cost  as  recommended  is  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  policy  therefor  enunciated  in  Public  Law  727, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  approved  August  13,  1946. 
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MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  AT  FORT  MADISON,  IOWA 
(H.  Doc.  661,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — -Fort  Madison,  Iowa,  is  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  383  miles  above  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio  River. 

Report  authorized  by. — A  resolution  adopted  July  9,  1945,  by  the 
Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Existing  project. — The  existing  project,  adopted  by  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act  of  July  3,  1930,  provides  for  a  channel  9  feet  deep  between 
the  Missouri  River  and  Minneapolis  to  be  secured  by  a  system  of  locks 
and  dams,  including  the  structures  at  Keokuk,  supplemented  by 
dredging.  This  work  has  been  completed  to  the  extent  that  9-foot 
depths  are  available  in  all  pools  below  Minneapolis.  The  project  also 
provides  for  a  number  of  small-boat  harbors. 

In  1913  private  interests  completed  construction  of  a  dam  with  lock, 
primarily  for  hydroelectric  power  development,  at  Keokuk,  Iowa,  18.8 
I  miles  below  Fort  Madison.  The  dam  creates  a  lake  varying  in  width 
"  up  to  2.25  miles  which  extends  upstream  to  27.5  miles  above  Fort 
;  Madison  and  has  a  low-water  elevation  at  Fort  Madison  of  about 
518.2  feet  above  mean  sea  level. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing 
project  for  the  Mississippi  River  between  the  Missouri  River  and 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  provide  for  (1)  a  small-boat  basin  and  harbor  of 
refuge  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa,  to  be  secured  by  constructing  a  break¬ 
water  and  dredging  the  protected  area  and  entrance  channel  to  a 
project  depth  of  5  feet  and  (2)  a  dredged  approach  channel  9  feet  deep 
1  to  a  site  for  a  river-borne  freight  terminal  at  Fort  Madison;  both 
improvements  to  be  accomplished  in  general  accordance  with  the  plans 
of  the  district  engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  new  work. — $41,200  for  the  small- 
boat  harbor,  and  $15,000  for  the  commercial  harbor. 

Local  cooperation.— The  improvements  are  recommended  provided 
(a)  that  for  each  improvement  local  interests  agree  to  furnish  free  of 
cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way,  and  spoil- 
disposal  areas  necessary  for  the  new  work  and  for  subsequent  mainte- 

I  nance,  when  and  as  required,  and  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damages  due  to  construction  and  maintenance  of  the 
improvements;  (6)  that  for  the  small-boat  harbor  they  agree  to  pro¬ 
vide  necessary  mooring  facilities  and  utilities,  including  a  public 
landing  with  suitable  supply  facilities  and  access  road,  these  harbor 
facilities  to  be  open  to  all  on  equal  terms;  and  (c)  that  in  connection 
with  the  9-foot-deep  approach  channel  they  agree  to  provide  adequate 
public  terminal  and  transfer  facilities,  including  material-handling 
facilities,  mooring  facilities,  access  roads,  storm  drains,  retaining 
walls,  and  police  and  fire  protection,  these  facilities  and  services  to 
be  available  to  all  on  equal  terms. 

Costs  to  local  interests,  $13,437  for  the  small-boat  harbor,  and 
$23,000  for  the  commercial  harbor. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — $200  for  the  small- 
boat  harbors,  and  $800  for  the  commercial  harbor. 

Benefits. — The  annual  benefits  for  the  small-boat  harbor,  based  upon 
accommodating  200  resident  craft  and  1 50  overnight  stops  by  transient 
boats  per  season,  are  estimated  at  $4,820.  This  gives  an  estimated 
benefit-cost  ratio  of  2.02. 
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For  the  commercial  harbor,  prospective  annual  commerce  as  esti¬ 
mated  by  the  district  engineer  consists  of  receipts  of  15,000  tons  of 
coal  and  2,000  tons  of  petroleum  products,  and  shipments  of  2,000 
tons  of  fencing  and  an  equal  amount  of  paper.  His  computed 
savings  in  transportation  charges  on  this  commerce  is  $6,360.  This 
indicates  a  benefit-cost  ratio  of  2.43. 

Remarks. — An  adequate  mooring  basin  and  harbor  of  refuge  for  small 
boats  to  serve  both  local  boats  and  transient  craft  is  needed  at  Fort 
Madison.  In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  the  expenditures  required 
for  its  construction  and  maintenance  are  warranted  in  the  interest 
of  safety  and  convenience  of  established  and  prospective  navigation. 
The  reporting  officers  present  a  suitable  plan  for  improvement  in  the 
interest  of  water-borne  freight  commerce.  Prospective  benefits, 
through  savings  in  transportation  charges  to  shippers,  economically 
justify  the  cost  for  such  improvement. 

PORT  WING  HARBOR,  WIS. 

(H.  Doc.  No.  668,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wis.,  at  the  mouth  of  Flag  River,  is 
located  on  the  south  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  34  miles  east  of  Duluth, 
Minn. 

Report  authorized  by. — A  resolution  adopted  February  1,  1946,  by 
the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Existing  project. — The  existing  project  provides  for  two  parallel 
piers  at  the  entrance,  800  and  825  feet  long,  200  feet  apart;  a  return 
pile  revetment  at  the  inner  end  of  the  east  pier;  a  pile  revetment 
along  the  east  bank;  and  a  channel  15  feet  deep  and  150  feet  wide 
between  the  piers  and  extending  for  500  feet  along  the  pile  revetment 
at  the  end  of  the  east  pier. 

Plan  oj  recommended  improvement. — That  the  existing  project  be 
modified  to  provide  for  abandonment  of  the  extension  of  the  return 
pile  revetment  at  the  inner  end  of  the  east  pier,  the  construction  of  the 
revetment  on  the  east  bank  facing  the  entrance,  and  the  inner  channel 
with  a  depth  of  15  feet.  It  is  also  recommended  that  it  be  further 
modified  to  provide  for  two  inner  channels  8  feet  deep,  extending 
easterly  and  southerly  1,170  and  340  feet,  respectively,  from  an 
irregular-shaped  turning  basin  15  feet  deep  at  the  inner  end  of  the  ! 
piers. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States. — $17,000. 

Local  cooperation. — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests:  (a)  Furnish  without  cost  to  the 
United  States  all  lands,  easements,  rights-of-way  and  spoil-disposal 
areas  necessary  for  the  construction  and  subsequent  maintenance  of 
the  project,  when  and  as  required;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damages  due  to  the  improvement;  and  ( c )  provide  and 
maintain  when  and  as  needed  such  depths  from  the  Federal  channel 
line  to  and  between  the  wharves  as  may  be  required  for  the  accommo¬ 
dation  of  vessels. 

Annual  maintenance  cost  to  United  States. — $500. 

Benefits. — The  proposed  modification  would  provide  easy  access  to 
the  wharves,  resulting  in  an  average  annual  saving  of  $2,400  for  the 
fishermen,  including  $1,800  for  the  elimination  of  lost  time  and  $600 
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for  the  prevention  of  excessive  maintenance  on  the  boats.  The 
benefit-cost  ratio  is  1.94. 

Remarks. — The  proposed  improvement  will  increase  the  value  of  the 
harbor  as  a  refuge  for  transient  craft  in  addition  to  providing  greater 
safety  and  convenience  for  local  fishing  vessels.  The  committee 
considers  the  project  necessary  to  meet  present  and  prospective 
commerce. 

OSWEGO  HARBOR,  N.  Y. 

;  . 

Location. — Oswego  Harbor,  N.  Y.,  is  on  the  south  shore  of  Lake 
Ontario  at  the  mouth  of  Oswego  River.  It  is  59  miles  east  of  Roch¬ 
ester  (Charlotte)  Harbor  and  41  miles  south  of  Sachets  Harbcr. 

Report  authorized  by. — The  report  on  Oswego  Harbor,  N.  Y.,  was 
authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2,  1945. 

Existing  project.- — The  improvement  authorized  by  Congress  pro¬ 
vides  in  part  for  an  outer  west  breakwater  4,478  feet  long;  for  an 
j  arrowhead  rubble-  mound  breakwater  system,  the  west  arrowhead 
breakwater  2,700  feet  long  and  the  east  about  2,200  feet  long;  for 
dredging  to  a  depth  of  21  feet  at  low-water  datum  in  the  outer  harbor 
east  of  the  Lackawanna  coal  dock  and  between  the  harbor  lines  in 
the  Oswego  River  north  of  the  north  line  of  Seneca  Street ;  for  dredging 
the  outer  harbor  west  of  the  east  side  of  the  Lackawanna  coal  dock 
to  a  depth  of  21  feet  in  soft  material  and  22  feet  in  hard  material  at 
low-water  datum;  for  the  abandonment  of  the  east  inner  breakwater; 
for  elimination  from  the  existing  project  of  the  east  outer  breakwater 
which  has  never  been  constructed;  and  for  removal  of  the  upper  and 
lower  islands  in  the  Oswego  River. 

Plan  oj  recommended  modification  of  existing  project .• — (1)  A  break¬ 
water  approximately  parallel  to  shore  extending  easterly  from  the 
existing  east  arrowhead  breakwater,  10  feet  above  low-water  datum 
for  2,300  feet  and  to  12  feet  above  low-water  datum  for  2,600  feet; 
(2)  removal  of  approximately  1,020  feet  of  the  inner  end  of  the  existing 
east  arrowhead  breakwater;  and  (3)  a  channel  250  feet  wide  extending 
easterly  and  terminating  in  an  irregularly  shaped  basin  at  the  easterly 
end  of  the  harbor,  all  to  a  project  depth  of  18  feet  in  earth  and  19  in 
rock;  all  generally  in  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the  district  engineer 
|  and  with  such  modifications  as  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  may  be  deemed  advisable. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  new  work. — $7,838,000. 

Local  cooperation.- — The  improvement  is  recommended  subject  to 
the  conditions  that  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will:  (a)  Provide  without  cost  to  the 
United  States  all  necessary  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way 
necessary  for  construction  of  the  project  and  subsequent  maintenance, 
as  and  when  required;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from 
damage  due  to  the  construction  and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the 
project;  (c)  construct  a  wharf  about  1,300  feet  long,  including  the 
necessary  extension  of  the  water  intake  line,  in  accordance  with  plans 
approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  and  construct  handling  and 
storage  facilities  of  such  design  and  capacity  as  to  insure  expeditious 
handling  and  adequate  storage  for  the  wood  pulp  required  by  the 
paper  mills  in  the  vicinity,  and  for  the  prospective  commerce  in  soy¬ 
beans;  (d)  dredge  and  maintain  the  area  between  the  project  limit  and 
:  wharf  face  to  project  depth;  and  ( e )  agree  to  receive,  handle,  and  store, 


10 


CONSTRUCTION  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  WORKS 


at  reasonable  and  equal  terms  to  all,  the  wood-pulp  requirements  of 
paper  mills  in  the  vicinity. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  United  States. — $28,200. 

Benefits.—-' The  annual  benefits  consisting  of  annual  savings  in 
transportation  costs  are  estimated  by  the  district  engineer  at  $584,300. 
The  benefit-cost  ratio  is  1.41. 

Remarks.  The  improvement  would  provide  additional  harbor  area 
needed  for  an  anticipated  expansion  in  commerce.  Since  the  trans¬ 
portation  savings  on  wood  pulp,  coal,  and  soybeans  substantially 
exceed  the  costs,  the  committee  concludes  that  the  improvement  is 
economically  justified. 

BAYOU  CARLIN,  LA. 

(Sec.  104) 

The  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  authorized 
improvement  of  Bayou  Carlin,  La.,  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  as  contained  in  House  Document 
No.  594,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  second  session.  The  project  has 
been  dredged  to  authorized  dimensions,  except  for  a  short  stretch  at 
Delcambre,  La.  In  this  reach  a  highway  bridge  and  a  railroad  bridge 
cross  the  bayou.  The  latter  bridge  is  owned  by  the  Texas  &  New 
Orleans  Railroad  Co. 

In  the  prosecution  of  the  work  it  was  determined  that  for  the  safety 
of  the  bridges  the  piers  should  be  protected  before  dredging  is  done  in 
the  uncompleted  section.  In  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
in  the  subject  document  the  Corps  of  Engineers  does  not  have  the 
authority  to  provide  protection  for  the  bridge  piers  at  Federal  ex¬ 
pense.  Local  interests  now  desire  that  the  Chief  of  Engineers  protect 
the  piers  of  the  railroad  bridge  at  Federal  expense.  °The  Chief  of 
Engineers  estimates  the  cost  of  the  additional  work  at  $15,000. 

Section  104  authorizes  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  provide  protection 
for  the  piers  of  the  Texas  &  New  Orleans  Railroad  bridge. 

Laws  Pertaining  to  Rivers  and  Harbors  and  Flood  Control 

(Sec.  105) 

The  purpose  of  this  section  is  to  extend  authority  to  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  as  the  representative  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  for  the 
publication  of  a  printed  digest  of  all  river  and  harbor  and  flood  con¬ 
trol  legislation  since  June  25,  1938.  This  is  an  authority  which  is 
periodically  granted  by  law  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  this  manner. 
I  he  committee  considers  that  it  is  the  proper  tune  for  a  new  compila¬ 
tion  for  the  benefit  of  all  interested  persons. 

Permanent  International  Commission  of  the  Congresses  of 

Navigation  (Sec.  106) 

In  an  act  approved  June  28,  1902,  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  were  authorized  to  allocate  not  to  exceed  $3,000 
annually  from  any  moneys  available  to  the  Corps  of  Engineers  to 
finance  the  attendance  of  accredited  representatives  from  the  United 
States  at  meetings  of  the  Permanent  International  Commission  of  the 
Congresses  of  IN  avigation.  The  meetings  of  this  Congress  have  been 
well  attended  by  representatives  of  the  major  nations  throughout  the 
world  since  its  initial  meeting  in  1885  in  Brussels,  Belgium.  The 
purpose  of  this  Congress  is  to  conduct  meetings  at  which  scientific 
knowledge,  technical  advances,  and  operating  experience  are  exchanged 
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among  engineers  representing  the  various  nations.  Since  1902  the 
rising  prices  throughout  the  world  have  made  it  necessary  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  monetary  authorization  for  the  expenses  of  accredited  repre¬ 
sentatives  to  the  conference. 

Section  107:  The  Foster  Creek  Dam  which  was  authorized  in  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  of  July  24,  1946,  will  be  constructed  by  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  on  the  Columbia  River,  65  miles  downstream  from 
Grand  Coulee  Dam,  and  near  the  town  of  Bridgeport,  Wash.  Foster 
Creek  is  a  small  dry  wash  that  runs  down  the  slopes  into  the  Columbia 
River  and  has  no  historical  or  engineering  significance.  A  dam  by 
this  name  is  frequently  misinterpreted  as  being  on  a  creek.  The 
Corps  of  Engineers,  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  various  other 
agencies  are  in  agreement  to  change  the  name  from  Foster  Creek  to 
*  Chief  Joseph  Dam  in  honor  of  the  great  leader  of  the  Nez  Perce 
Indians  who  was  perhaps  the  greatest  Indian  warrior  in  the  history 
of  our  country.  It  is  believed  fitting  to  honor  the  Indians  on  the 
Colville  Reservation  in  northern  Washington  by  having  the  name  of 
their  famous  leader  applied  to  the  dam. 

Title  II.  Flood  Control 
Projects  in  bill  as  passed  by  House: 


Items  (sec.  203) 


Document 
No.  (80th 
Cong.)  r 

Estimated 
cost 2 

Arkansas  River  Basin,  at  Carthage  and  Monett.  Mo 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to  certain  highway  bridges  across  the  Arkansas 
River. 

H.  445 _ 

$740,  000 

200, 000 

Rock  River  at  South  Beloit,  Ill _  _  _ __ 

H.  112 

loo;  000 
1,  520, 000 
1,  680,  000 
1,015, 000 
500, 000 
565,  000 
165,  000 
1,010,  000 
330, 000 
4, 960,  000 
2, 390, 000 
7,  700, 000 

Henderson  River,  11! 

H.  215 

Mississippi  River  in  vicinity  of  Aitkin,  Minn 

H.  599 

Redstone  Creek,  Pa  -  .  _ 

H.  301 

Ohio  River  at  Rosiclare,  Ill  .  _____ 

S.  125 

Tonawanda  Creek.  N.  Y__ 

S  46 

Genesee  River  (Canaseraga  Creek),  N.  Y 

II.  206 

Clinton  River  (Red  Run),  Mich  __  _ 

H.  628 

Reno  Beach-Howards  farm  area,  Ohio _  _ _ 

II.  554 

Santa  Clara  River,  Calif___  __  . 

H.  443 

Gila  River  Basin,  Tucson,  Ariz _ 

II .  274 

Mississippi  River  below  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo 

II.  627 

Total _  _  _  _  _ 

22, 875, 000 

1  H  indicates  House  document;  S  indicates  Senate  document. 

!  December  1947  price  levels  apply  to  all  cost  figures  appearing  in  this  table  and  title  II  of  this  bill. 


Amendments — Projects  recommended  by  Senate  committee: 


Items  added  (sec.  203) 


Document 
No.  (80th 
Cong.) 

Authoriza¬ 
tion  in  bill 

Lackawaxen  River,  Pa  _  _ 

H.  113 

$6,150, 000 
250, 000 
16, 300, 000 

1 100, 000 

1, 000, 000 
2,  000, 000 
3,  000,  000 
3, 000, 000 

Wilkes-Barre-Hanover  Township,  Pa .  . . 

Central  and  southern  Florida _  _ 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to  certain  highway  bridges  across  the  Arkansas 
River,  Ark. 

Bradens  Bend,  Okla.  _  _ 

Red  River  of  the  North,  N.  Dak.,  Minn.,  and  S.  Dak 

Miners  Bend,  Nebr.  and  S.  Dak 

South  Platte  River,  Colo.,  Nebr.,  and  Wyo 

H.  669 

Detroit  Reservoir,  Oreg.  (power  features) . 

L’Anguille  River,  Ark _  _  __  _._  __ 

2, 000, 000 
3,  500, 000 

Rio  Grande,  N.  Mex . 

Total _ _ _ _ _  _  ___  _ 

37, 300, 000 

1  In  addition  to  $200,000  included  in  bill  as  passed  by  House. 
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Summaries  of  projects  recommended  bj  Senate  committee: 

LACKA WAXEN  RIVER  AND  ITS  TRIBUTARIES,  PENNSYLVANIA 
(H.  Doc.  No.  113,  80th  Cong.,  1st  sess.) 

Location. — Lackawaxen  River  rises  in  northwestern  Wayne  County 
and  flows  southeast  for  23  miles  to  Honesdale,  where  it  is  joined  by 
Dyberry  Creek,  thence  10  miles  southeast  past  White  Mills  to  Hawley 
and  eastward  16  miles  to  join  the  Delaware  River.  The  Lackawaxen 
River  drains  an  area  of  588  square  miles  of  the  Appalachian  Plateau  in 
northeastern  Pennsylvania.  Based  on  the  1940  census,  the  permanent 
population  of  the  Lackawaxen  Basin  is  approximately  27,700,  with 
5,687  in  Honesdale,  the  county  seat  of  Wayne  County  and  largest 
population  center  in  the  watershed.  These  data  indicate  an  increase  ' 
in  population  since  1930  of  approximately  2,600  for  the  basin,  and 
197  for  Honesdale.  One-fifth  of  the  total  population  is  urban  and 
the  balance  is  rural.  Farming,  dairying,  quarrying,  and  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  textiles,  ceramic,  and  glass  products,  leather  goods  and 
machinery  are  the  principal  occupations.  Honesdale  and  Hawley 
are  the  principal  centers  of  trade  and  industry.  The  Lackawaxen 
River  Basin  is  provided  with  a  comprehensive  system  of  paved  high¬ 
ways  that  is  ample  for  communication  within  the  area,  and  with  the 
surrounding  territory. 

Report  authorized  by. — Resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Flood 
Control  of  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  October  8,  1942. 

Existing  project. — There  are  no  existing  Federal  projects  for  im¬ 
provement  of  Lackawaxen  River  or  its  tributaries  for  flood  control  or 
navigation. 

The  Works  Progress  Administration,  in  1937  and  1938,  restored 
and  extended  stone  masonry  walls  on  the  right  bank  of  tbe  river  at 
Honesdale  and  at  Hawley  to  provide  protection  from  ordinary  freshets. 
These  were  overtopped  and  in  places  damaged  by  the  flood  of  May 
1942.  The  State  of  Pennsylvania  has  spent  about  $325,000  in  clearing 
and  improving  the  channel  at  Honesdale  and  in  various  reaches  to  above 
Prompton.  Four  bridges  at  Hawley,  Honesdale,  and  Prompton, 
destroyed  by  the  flood  of  1942,  were  recently  replaced  by  the  State 
with  structures  having  greater  waterway  capacities. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  construction  of  an 
earth-fill  dam  94  feet  high  on  Dyberry  Creek  2.7  miles  above  the 
mouth  to  control  a  drainage  area  of  65  square  miles  and  provide  a 
reservior  with  a  capacity  of  20,800  acre-feet;  construction  of  an  earth- 
fill  dam  102  feet  high  on  the  Lackawaxen  River,  just  above  Prompton 
which  would  create  a  reservoir  with  a  capacity  of  19,200  acre-feet; 
and  the  removal  of  the  three  small  dams  at  Honesdale.  (Removal  of 
these  dams  has  been  accomplished  by  local  interests.) 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $12,150,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  responsible  local  agencies  furnish 
assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will 
(a)  remove  the  three  existing  low  dams  in  the  river  at  Honesdale 
(removal  of  these  dams  has  been  accomplished  by  local  interests) 
and  (b)  establish  satisfactory  measures  to  preserve  the  flood-carrying 
capacities  of  the  stream  channels  below  the  proposed  reservoirs. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States.- — -$18,000. 
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Benefits. — The  recommended  plan  of  improvement  will  provide 
protection  against  future  loss  of  life  and  property,  and  substantially 
improve  the  general  welfare  of  the  benefited  communities. 

Remarks.  The  run-off  from  the  steeply  sloping  watershed  causes 
torrential  floods  to  occur  with  little  time  for  evacuation  of  the  residents 
from  the  occupied  flood  plain.  As  a  result,  the  floods  of  the  Lacka- 
waxen  River  in  addition  to  causing  extensive  property  damage  con¬ 
stitute  a  serious  hazard  to  the  safety  of  those  occupying  the  valley  as 
evidenced  by  the  loss  of  24  lives  caused  by  the  flood  of  May  1942. 
The  committee  is  convinced  that  large  intangible  benefits  would 
accrue  from  the  project,  and  recommends  an  initial  authorization  for 
construction  of  the  Prompton  Reservoir. 

WILKEStBARRE-HANOVER  TOWNSHIP,  SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER,  PA. 

Location. — -The  city  of  Wilkes-Barre,  with  Hanover  Township  ad¬ 
joining,  is  located  in  the  central  part  of  Luzerne  County,  Pa.,  on  the 
left  bank  of  the  North  Branch  of  the  Susquehanna  River,  approxi¬ 
mately  62  miles  above  its  mouth. 

Existing  project—  The  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22,  1936, 
authorized  the  construction  of  a  system  of  levees  and  floodwalls  as 
follows:  About  25,350  feet  of  earth  levee  and  161.5  feet  of  concrete 
flood  wall  along  the  left  bank  of  the  North  Branch  of  the  Susquehanna 
River,  extending  from  high  ground  at  the  Lehigh  &  West  Virginia 
Railroad  near  Union  Street  in  Wilkes-Barre  downstream  to  high 
ground  near  the  mouth  of  Solomon  Creek;  eight  pumping  stations  for 
the  disposal  of  interior  drainage;  and  appurtenant  drainage  structures 
and  electric  substations.  The  project  is  complete  except  for  a  section 
of  i  ,400  feet  through,  the  city  park  that  was  left  2  feet  low  as  desired 
by  local  interests  at  the  time  of  construction. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Raising  a  low  portion  of  the  em¬ 
bankment  at  Wilkes-Barre  an  additional  2  feet  by  embankment  or  low 
concrete  wall  for  a  distance  of  7,400  feet  between  Old  River  Road  and 
Union  Street. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — The  project  has 
been  completed  at  a  cost  of  $3,538,000.  The  cost  of  the  additional 
work  proposed  is  $250,000. 

Local  cooperation.- — The  completed  project  has  been  turned  over  to 
local  interests  for  maintenance  and  operation.  The  cost  to  local 
interests  for  lands  and  damages  was  $210,000.  For  the  additional 
work  local  interests  should  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States 
all  lands,  casements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  project;  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  damages 
due  to  the  construction  work  and  maintain  and  operate  the  works 
after  completion. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — -The  project  will  provide  flood  protection  for  the  city  of 
Wilkes-Barre  and  the  borough  of  Hanover  Township.  When  the 
original  project  was  under  construction  the  city  officials  objected  to 
adding  the  last  2  feet  in  elevation  on  the  levee  through  the  city  park, 
as  it  obstructed  the  view  of  the  river.  They  desired  to  add  sandbags 
to  the  levee  during  flood  periods.  Several  floods  have  occurred  when 
they  obtained  sandbags  but  had  difficulty  obtaining  labor  to  fill  them. 
Construction  of  the  proposed  work  will  raise  the  low  section  to  the 
height  of  the  rest  of  the  levee. 
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Remarks. — The  proposed  improvements  are  a  part  of  the  original 
authorized  project  at  Wilkes-Barre  and  were  omitted  at  the  time  of 
construction  at  the  request  of  city  officials.  Since  the  project  has 
been  completed  and  turned  over  to  local  interests  for  operation  and 
maintenance,  authority  to  raise  the  low  section  to  project  grade  will 
require  a  modification  of  the  existing  project.  The  committee  deems 
the  work  essential  to  protect  the  Federal  investment  in  the  project. 

CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

Location. — The  area  under  consideration  embraces  about  15,570 
square  miles  in  central  and  southern  Florida. 

Report  authorized  by. — Flood  control  acts  approved  August  28, 
1937,  August  11,  1939,  August  18,  1941,  and  July  24,  1946;  River 
and  Harbor  Acts  approved  March  2,  1945,  and  July  24,  1946;  and 
various  congressional  resolutions  which  authorized  preliminary  exam¬ 
ination  and  survey  of  reviews  of  prior  reports  as  provided  by  law,  of 
rivers,  lakes,  and  canals  in  central  and  southern  Florida. 

Existing  project. — Provides  for  levees  around  Lake  Okeechobee  and 
a  navigable  channel  8  feet  deep  from  the  intercoastal  waterway  at 
St.  Lucie  Inlet  on  the  Atlantic  coast  across  the  State  of  Florida  by 
way  of  the  St.  Lucie  Canal,  Lake  Okeechobee  and  the  Caloosahatchee 
River  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  at  Punta  Rassa.  The  total  length  of  the 
waterway  is  155  miles.  The  project  is  substantially  complete. 

In  connection  with  reclamation  projects  within  the  State  of  Florida, 
drainage  districts  were  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  and  have 
conducted  extensive  flood  control  and  drainage  work. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  levees,  channel 
works,  and  control  structures  at  lake  outlets  in  the  St.  Johns  and 
Kissimmee  areas;  for  increased  levee  protection  around  Lake  Okeecho¬ 
bee  and  enlargement  of  its  outlets,  the  Caloosahatchee  and  St.  Lucie 
waterways;  for  enlargement  of  existing  drainage  canals,  and  the  con¬ 
struction  of  new  canals  and  levees  and  pumping  plants,  for  control  of 
water  in  the  Everglades  area;  and  levees  and  channel  work  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  area  along  the  east  coast. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $171,041,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way;  con¬ 
tribute  15  percent  of  the  construction  cost,  not  to  exceed  $29,152,000; 
hold  and  save  United  States  free  from  damages,  due  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  the  works;  maintain  and  operate  all  works  after 
completion,  except  the  levees,  channels,  locks,  and  control  works  of 
the  St.  Lucie  Canal,  Lake  Okeechobee,  and  Caloosahatchee  River 
and  the  main  spillways  of  the  conservation  areas. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States.- — $749,000  which 
includes  $326,800  for  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  existing 
Federal  works. 

Benefits. — The  plan  W'ould  provide  annual  benefits  estimated  at 
$24,573,000  which  yield  in  comparison  with  annual  charges  a  benefit- 
cost  ratio  of  2.05. 

Remarks. — The  Chief  of  Engineers  recommends  adoption  of  the 
comprehensive  plan  of  improvement  as  a  long-range  plan  of  develop¬ 
ment  by  progressive  stages  at  a  total  estimated  cost  of  $208,135,000, 
of  which  $171,041,000,  is  Federal  cost.  Early  initiation  of  the  first 
phase  for  protection  of  the  highly  developed  east  coast  area  at  a 
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Federal  cost  of  $60,000,000,  with  partial  authorization  covering  the 
most  urgently  needed  works  in  the  first  phase,  will  permit  planning  of 
individual  features;  coordination  of  the  plan  with  State,  local,  and 
Federal  agencies;  and  early  construction  of  the  emergency  improve¬ 
ments.  Benefits  will  accrue  proportionately  as  successive  features 
are  completed. 

The  plan  presented  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  is  a  long  range 
comprehensive  ]11an  for  flood  protection  and  corollary  benefits  for 
drainage  and  recharging  of  ground  water  in  the  central  and  southern 
areas  of  Florida.  The  committee  recognizes  that  the  water  problems 
in  these  areas  are  so  extremely  complex  that  they  must  be  treated  as 
a  whole  in  formulating  the  most  efficient  and  effective  solution.  Due 
to  the  press  of  time,  the  committee  has  deemed  it  desirable  to  reserve 
its  approval  of  the  entire  comprehensive  plan,  pending  more  adequate 
opportunity  to  analyze  thoroughly  all  aspects  of  the  plan.  The 
committee,  however,  is  impressed  with  the  necessity  for  starting  the 
most  urgent  initial  measures  contemplated  in  this  plan  in  order  to  be 
prepared  to  avoid  a  recurrence  of  the  startling  losses  sustained  in  the 
1947  flood.  It  has  therefore  analyzed  the  first  phase  of  the  plan  and 
is  of  the  opinion  that  in  view  of  the  continuous  threat  of  a  recurrence 
of  these  disastrous  flood  conditions,  approval  should  be  granted  for  the 
first  phase  of  the  plan  and  a  small  authorization  should  be  provided 
to  permit  starting  construction  of  the  most  urgent  features  which 
will  in  themselves  provide  needed  flood  relief.  This  will  also  afford 
the  State  and  local  agencies  the  opportunity  to  proceed  with  the  legal 
arrangements  for  their  share  of  the  work. 

APPROACHES  TO  CERTAIN  BRIDGES  ON  ARKANSAS  RIVER 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  contains  a  modification  of  existing 
projects  for  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas  River  which  were  author¬ 
ized  by  section  10  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  December  22, 
1944.  That  modification  is  intended  to  reestablish  the  general  dis¬ 
tribution  of  Federal  and  local  participation  in  the  first  cost  of  altera¬ 
tions  to  highway  bridges  and  approaches  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van 
Buren-Fort  Smith,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  No.  447,  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress.  The  present  estimated  cost  of  these  alterations  is 
$571,000.  United  States  Highways  64  and  71  are  strategic  highways 
and  State  Highway  No.  9  is  a  secondary  Federal-aid  road.  '  Due  to 
changes  in  design  of  the  structures,  channel  changes  caused  by  floods, 
and  the  emergency  nature  of  accomplishing  these  alterations  in  a  sat¬ 
isfactory  manner  at  an  early  date,  the  committee  believes  that  a 
Federal  contribution  to  the  modifications  on  a  basis  of  approximately 
50  percent  is  desirable  and,  therefore,  recommends  that  the  figure  in 
the  House  bill  be  raised  from  $200,000  to  $300,000. 

BRADENS  BEND,  OKLA. 

Location. — Bradens  Bend  is  a  sharp  turn  in  the  Arkansas  River 
about  8  miles  southwest  (upstream)  from  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 

Existing  project. — The  approved  multiple-purpose  plan  for  the 
Arkansas  River  Basin,  as  described  in  House  Document  No.  758, 
provides  for  navigation  by  means  of  locks,  dams,  canals,  channel  cut¬ 
offs,  bank-stabilization  works,  dredging,  snagging,  and  sediment  con- 
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trol.  Lock  and  dam  No.  24  will  be  located  several  miles  downstream 
from  Bradens  Bend.  Since  1900,  local  interests  have  constructed, 
with  varying  degrees  of  success,  remedial  works,  consisting  of  rip- 
rapped  dikes,  brush  mattresses  and  dikes,  concrete  paving,  and  stone 
riprap.  The  only  work  presently  effective  consists  of  7,000  feet  of 
dumped  rock  riprap  constructed  in  1931. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement.- — The  construction  of  a  system 
of  permeable  pile  dikes  with  a  total  length  of  about  1*0,000  linear  feet, 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $1,000,000. 

Local  cooperation. — That  local  interests  give  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  provide  without  cost  to 
the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary 
for  the  construction  of  the  project,  and  hold  and  save  the  United 
States  free  from  damages  due  to  the  construction  works. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — $5,000. 

Benefits. — The  right  bank  of  the  Arkansas  River  has  been  actively 
sloughing  into  the  stream  since  1900.  Active  bank  caving  is  now 
taking  place  downstream  from  the  existing  riprap.  The  branch  line 
of  the  Kansas  City  Southern  Railroad  has  been  abandoned  because 
of  the  bank  caving,  and  United  States  Highway  No.  271  relocated 
out  of  the  area  since  it  was  severed.  There  now  remains  about  3,500 
feet  between  the  present  bank  line  of  the  Arkansas  River  and  the 
Poteau  River.  An  existing  draw  between  the  Potcau  and  Arkansas 
Rivers  would  provide  a  pilot  channel  for  the  Arkansas  River  to  change 
its  course  into  the  Poteau  River,  forming  a  double  channel  and  isolat¬ 
ing  upward  of  7,300  acres  of  high  quality  cultivated  farm  land  com¬ 
prising  45  farm  units.  This  would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on 
construction  of  the  authorized  navigation  project  at  a  later  date. 

Bemarks. — Existing  legislation  limits  emergency  expenditures  on 
works  of  this  type  to  $50,000  at  any  one  location.  Measures  for 
prevention  of  further  caving  in  this  area  will  be  necessary  under  the 
authorized  project  for  improvement  of  the  Arkansas  River.  The 
dike  system  proposed  will  prevent  this  caving  and  tend  to  cause  the 
river  to  return  to  its  original  channel  because  of  the  accretions  behind 
the  dikes.  The  committee  considers  this  project  to  be  of  an  emergency 
nature  and  recommends  its  adoption. 

RED  RIVER  OF  THE  NORTH  DRAINAGE  BASIN,  MINN.  AND  N.  DAK. 

Location. — Red  River  of  the  North  is  formed  by  the  confluence  of 
Otter  Tail  and  Bois  de  Sioux  Rivers  at  Wahpeton,  N.  Dak.,  and 
Breckenridge,  Minn.  It  flows  400  miles  to  the  international  boundary 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada,  thence  northeast  155  miles 
to  Lake  Winnipeg  in  Canada. 

Report  authorized  by. — Flood  control  acts  approved  August  11, 
1939,  August  18,1941,  December  22,  1944,  and  July  24,  1946;  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2,  1945;  and  a  resolution  of 
the  Committee  on  Commerce  of  the  United  States  Senate  adopted 
December  1,  1938. 

Existing  project. — The  Lake  Traverse  and  Bois  de  Sioux  River 
project,  which  is  substantially  complete  is  the  only  flood-control  proj¬ 
ect  constructed  in  the  basin  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  Other  flood 
control  projects  located  in  the  basin  and  authorized  for  construction 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  include  the  Baldhill  Reservoir  on  Sliey- 
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enne  River,  improvements  on  Red  Lake  and  Clearwater  Rivers,  in¬ 
cluding  the  control  of  Red  Lakes,  and  reservoirs  on  Park,  Pembina, 
and  Tongue  Rivers. 

Approximately  95  water  conservation  projects  within  the  North 
Dakota  portion  of  the  basin  and  50  in  Minnesota  have  been  con¬ 
structed  by  the  two  States  with  aid  from  various  Federal  relief 
agencies. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  channel  clearing, 
enlargement  and  realinement  and  construction  of  levees  and  flood 
walls  along  certain  sectors  of  the  main  stem  and  of  its  major  tributaries 
in  Minnesota  and  North  Dakota  and  construction  of  a  multiple- 
purpose  reservoir  with  the  dam  at  mile  38.6  on  the  Otter  Tail  River, 
Minn. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $9,928,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  responsible  local  interests  give 
assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will: 
(a)  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements, 
rights-of-way  and  spoil-disposal  areas  necessary  for  the  construction 
and  subsequent  maintenance  of  the  proposed  channel  and  levee  im¬ 
provements,  when  and  as  required;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the  United  States 
free  from  damages  due  to  the  construction  and  subsequent  mainte¬ 
nance  of  those  works;  (c)  maintain  and  operate  all  of  the  channel  and 
levee  improvement  works  after  completion  in  accordance  with  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army;  and  (d)  make  at 
their  own  expense  all  necessary  changes  to  utilities,  highways,  and 
bridges,  including  approaches,  and  provided  further  that  improvement 
;  at  any  of  the  localities  recommended  may  be  undertaken  independently 
of  the  others  whenever  funds  for  that  purpose  are  available  and  the 
prescribed  local  cooperation  has  been  provided.  The  estimated  cost 
to  local  interests  is  $2,337,000. 

Annual  cost  oj  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $6,200. 

Benefits. — Average  annual  benefits  are  estimated  at  $1,025,000. 
This  amount  when  compared  with  average  annual  charges  of  $546,330 
;  yields  an  average  annual  benefit-cost  ratio  of  1.88.  The  committee 
is  convinced  that  flood  control  and  water  conservation  in  the  Red 
River  Drainage  Basin  are  desirable  for  the  economic  welfare  of  the 
citizens  of  the  area.  This  area  is  subject  to  destructive  floods,  and 
the  inadequate  water  supply  has  restricted  its  development.  The 
flood  of  May  1948  caused  damages  in  the  valley  estimated  at 
$10,000,000  on  the  2,000,000  acres  of  land  subject  to  inundation. 
The  proposed  plan  of  improvements  would  provide  the  needed  relief. 
Approval  of  the  entire  plan  is  needed  from  an  emergency  standpoint. 

■  The  committee  recommends  sufficient  authorization  to  construct  the 
'  most  beneficial  units  of  the  plan  as  an  early  stage  of  the  development. 

i  MISSOURI  RIVER  IN  VICINITY  OF  MINERS  BEND,  NEBR.  AND  S'.  DAK. 

Location. —  Miners  Bend  is  located  on  the  Missouri  River  about  16 
;  miles  upstream  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  about  4  miles  east  of  Ponca, 
Nebr.,  and  immediately  upstream  from  Kenslers  Bend. 

Existing  project. — There  is  no  Federal  project  for  flood  protection 
in  Miners  Bend.  There  is  an  authorized  project  for  bank  protection 
works  now  under  construction  immediately  downstream  from  this 
location  known  as  Kenslers  Bend,  Nebr.,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
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Plan  oj  recommended  improvement. — The  proposed  project  consists 
of  a  system  of  dikes  and  revetment  to  control  erosion  and  prevent  loss 
of  iarm  lands  from  caving  banks  in  Ponca  and  Miners  Bends  on  the 
Missouri  River  over  a  distance  of  about  9  miles.  Construction  of 
about  6  miles  of  revetment  and  5,000  linear  feet  of  dikes  is  contem¬ 
plated.  The  project  ties  into  the  bluff  line  in  Ponca  Bend  well  above 
the  critical  area. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $3,000,000. 

Local  cooperation. — That  responsible  local  agencies  furnish  assur¬ 
ances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will  ( a ) 
provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands,  easements,  and 
rights-of-way  necessary  for  construction  of  the  works;  ( b )  hold  and 
save  the  United  States  free  from  damages  due  to  the  construction 
works;  and  (c)  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion  in 
accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  United  States. — None. 

Benefits. — Erosion  in  this  vicinity  is  an  ever-present  problem  from 
which  there  can  be  no  respite  until  the  river  is  brought  under  control. 
Active  erosion  is  in  progress  in  the  two  river  bends  comprising  this 
project,  where  the  bank  lias  receded  as  much  as  1,400  feet  during  the 
past  3  years.  Many  acres  of  cropland  have  already  been  destroyed  as 
well  as  forcing  the  moving  of  a  number  of  farm  buildings  to  prevent 
their  destruction.  The  project  extends  upstream  to  the  bluff  line 
which  will  insure  that  the  revetment  will  not  be  flanked,  and  will 
provide  a  proper  entry  of  flow  into  Miners  and  Kenslers  Bends  below. 
The  project  has  been  correlated  with  existing  navigation  structures 
below  Sioux  City,  and  can  be  readily  incorporated  into  any  extension 
of  navigation  upstream  therefrom.  The  annual  benefits  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  about  $250,000  annually,  and  accrue  from  elimination  of 
erosion  threat  to  over  17,000  acres  of  agricultural  land;  increase  in 
value  of  riparian  lands  by  protection  from  erosion;  reclamation  of 
riparian  lands  due  to  reduction  of  channel  width;  and  securing  the 
structures  in  the  Kenslers  Bend  project.  The  benefit  to  cost  ratio  is 
1.68.  The  committee  desires  to  emphasize  the  emergency  nature  of 
this  project  and  recommend  its  adoption. 

SOUTH  PLATTE  RIVER  AND  TRIBUTARIES,  COLORADO,  WYOMING,  AND 

NEBRASKA 

(H.  Doc.  No.  669,  80th  Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Location. — The  South  Platte  River  draining  an  area  of  24,030  square 
miles,  rises  on  the  Continental  Divide  in  central  Colorado  and  flows 
northeasterly  to  its  confluence  with  North  Platte  River  at  North 
Platte,  Nebr.  Population  of  the  basin  in  1940  was  665,644,  of  which 
67  percent  resided  in  municipalities  of  2,500  or  more  inhabitants. 
Denver,  with  a  population  of  350,000  is  the  principal  industrial  center. 
The  basin  is  rich  in  natural  resources. 

Report  authorized  by. — Flood  Control  Act  approved  August  11,  1939. 

Existing  project. — Federal  improvement  of  Cherry  Creek,  Colo.,  a 
tributary  of  South  Platte  River,  to  provide  flood  control  for  the  city 
of  Denver  and  storage  of  water  for  conservation  purposes,  and  of 
Bear  Creek  to  provide  local  flood  protection  for  Morrison,  Colo., 
have  been  authorized.  Levee  repair  work  along  both  banks  of  South 
Platte  River  between  Sand  and  Clear  Creeks  was  completed  in  1943. 
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The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  under  construction,  the  Colorado- 
Big  Thompson  transmountain  diversion  project.  Numerous  improve¬ 
ments  for  water  supply,  power  development  and  irrigation  have  been 
constructed  by  local  interests. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  the  construction 
of  the  following  works  of  improvement:  ( a )  Reservoir  at  the  Chatfield 
Dam  site,  (6)  Continuous  levee  system  along  the  South  Platte  River, 
between  the  Chatfield  Dam  site  and  St.  Vrain  Creek,  (c)  Channel 
improvements  along  South  Platte  River  below  St.  Vrain  Creek,  (d) 
Channel  improvement  and  related  works  at  Boulder,  Colo.,  and  (e) 
Levee  aud  appurtenant  works  at  Erie,  Colo. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $49,432,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  responsible  local  interests  give 
assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  they  will, 
with  respect  to  the  levees,  channel  improvements  and  other  local 
protective  works:  (a)  Provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all 
necessary  lands,  easements  and  rights-of-way;  ( b )  hold  and  save  the 
PTnited  States  free  from  damage  due  to  the  construction  works;  (c) 
maintain  and  operate  the  works  after  completion  in  accordance  with 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army;  and  id)  make  a 
cash  contribution  equal  to  the  cost  of  construction  of  all  nonflood 
features  which  are  provided  at  the  request  of  local  interests.  The 
estimated  cost  to  local  interests  is  $2,872,000. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $52,400. 

Benefits. — The  proposed  improvements  in  conjunction  with  projects 
already  authorized  or  constructed  will  provide  a  high  degree  of  flood 
protection  for  the  cities  of  Denver,  Boulder,  and  Erie,  Colo.,  as  well 
as  for  the  agricultural  areas  along  the  South  Platte  River  between  the 
Chatfield  Dam  site  and  the  authorized  Narrows  Reservoir  which  are 
subject  to  flood  damages.  The  committee  believes  that  flood  and 
sediment  control  is  essential  for  protection  of  the  valley.  Approval 
of  the  plan  with  a  small  authorization  for  appropriations  to  construct 
certain  emergency  elements,  and  to  prosecute  plans  on  other  features 
is  recommended. 

WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 
DETROIT  RESERVOIR,  OREG.,  POWER  FEATURES 

Location. — On  North  Santiam  River  60  miles  above  its  mouth. 
North  Santiam  River  rises  in  Marion  and  Linn  Counties,  Oreg.,  on 
the  western  slope  of  the  Cascade  Range,  flows  north  and  west  for  85 
miles  and  unites  with  South  Santiam  River  to  form  the  Santiam 
River,  which  10  miles  downstream  enters  Willamette  River  108  miles 
above  its  mouth.  The  drainage  area  above  the  Detroit  Reservoir  is 
438  square  miles. 

Existing  project. — The  existing  project  provides  for  the  construction 
of  a  dam  with  provisions  for  future  power  generating  facilities.  The 
dam  will  be  of  concrete  gravity  type  1,580  feet  long  and  370  feet  high. 
The  spillway  is  an  integral  part  of  the  dam  and  will  be  controlled  by 
radial  gates.  The  outlet  works  will  consist  of  gate  controlled  conduits 
throug-h  the  dam.  Power  penstocks  are  provided  through  the  dam 
to  the  future  power  house  site  located  on  the  right  bank  immediately 
downstream  from  the  dam. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement  —  Provides  for  modification  of  the 
existing  project  to  include  installation  of  power-generating  facilities 
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at  the  site  to  permit  installation  of  100,000  kilowatts  of  generating 
capacity  at  the  site.  In  addition  16,000  kilowatts  of  capacity  would 
be  installed  at  a  reregulating  reservoir  at  the  Big  Cliff  site  2.8  miles 
downstream  from  the  Detroit  Dam.  The  reregulating  reservoir  is 
essential  for  production  of  power  at  the  Detroit  project  in  order  to 
prevent  damage  downstream  from  the  irregular  discharges  which  must 
be  made  from  Detroit  Reservoir  for  maximum  efficiency  in  power 
generation. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — The  estimated 
cost  of  the  Detroit  Reservoir  is  $46,347,000.  A  total  of  $5,427,100 
has  been  appropriated  to  date.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  power 
features  including  the  Big  Cliff  reregulating  reservoir  is  $19,030,000. 

Local  cooperation. — None  required. 

Benefits. — The  Detroit  Reservoir  is  one  of  the  elements  of  the  system 
of  flood  control  and  multipurpose  reservoirs  in  the  Willamette  River 
Basin.  It  is  advantageously  located  with  respect  to  a  power  market 
area,  and  a  major  transmission  network  exists  in  that  vicinity.  The 
needed  additional  power-generating  capacity  in  the  Pacific  North¬ 
west  is  critical  and  will  become  more  acute  in  the  next  few  years. 
The  proposed  power  installation  would  generate  443,100,000  kilowatt- 
hours  annually  which  would  have  a  value  of  $1,657,000.  The  ratio  of 
benefits  to  costs  is  1.57  to  1.0. 

Remarks. — The  total  estimated  Federal  cost  for  the  installation  of 
power  facilities  including  a  reregulating  dam  at  Detroit  Reservoir  is 
$19,030,000.  Additional  monetary  authorization  for  this  work  need 
not  necessarily  be  included  in  the  bill  since  the  available  monetary 
authorization  for  the  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Willamette  River 
Basin,  for  which  appropriations  have  not  yet  been  made,  is  sufficient 
to  cover  the  initial  items  of  work  on  the  installation  of  power  facilities 
which  might  be  undertaken  in  the  near  future.  Approval  of  the 
inclusion  of  power,  however,  is  urgently  needed  to  permit  this  work  to 
go  ahead. 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER,  BATON  ROUGE  TO  THE  GULF  OF  MEXICO  BARGE 
CHANNEL  THROUGH  DEVILS  SWAMP,  LA. 

This  pioject  for  a  barge  channel  to  expand  harbor  facilities  at  Baton 
Rouge  was  authorized  in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24, 
1946.  It  is  included  in  this  act  to  incorporate  it  in  the  comprehensive 
plan  for  flood  control  and  improvements  of  the  Mississippi  River  in  its 
alluvial  valley  authorized  by  the  act  of  May  15,  1928,  as  amended  and 
expanded  by  subsequent  legislation.  The  improvement  contemplated 
is  similar  in  character  to  the  authorized  improvements  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.;  Greenville,  Miss.;  and  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  all  of  which  are 
integral  parts  of  the  comprehensive  plan  for  the  lower  Mississippi 
River.  The  improvement  provides  for  a  channel  12  feet  deep  and  300 
feet  wide,  extending  a  distance  of  5  miles  through  Devils  Swamp  at 
Baton  Rouge,  La., 

ST.  FRANCIS  RIVER,  MISSOURI  AND  ARKANSAS,  FOR  FLOOD  CONTROL  ON 

THE  L’ANGUILLE  RIVER 

Location. — L’Anguille  River  rises  on  Crowleys  Ridge  near  Jones¬ 
boro,  Ark.,  flows  southeasterly  112  miles  to  enter  St.  Francis  River 
about  12  miles  upstream  from  the  Mississippi  River.  L’Anguille 
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River  drains  an  area  of  approximately  970  square  miles.  Population 
of  the  basin  is  estimated  at  50,000,  of  which  about  70  percent  is  rural. 
Farming  is  the  principal  occupation.  With  the  exception  of  the 
cotton-producing  area  in  the  St.  Francis  River  backwater  area,  the 
principal  crop  is  rice.  The  basin  is  served  by  three  railroads  and  a 
network  of  arterial  highways  and  graveled  and  graded  roads. 

Report  authorized  by. — Flood  Control  Committee  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  adopted  September  18,  1944. 

Existing  project. — The  project,  “Mississippi  River  and  tributaries,” 
adopted  in  1928,  as  subsequently  modified,  provides  for  flood  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  alluvial  valley  above  Head  of  Passes  and  for  levee  work 
from  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.,  to  Rock  Island,  to  limits  of  backwater 
|  effect  of  the  Mississippi  River.  It  provides  for  flood  protection  of  the 
St.  Francis  River  Basin  above  the  mouth  of  St.  Francis  Bay  and  on 
Little  and  Tyronza  Rivers. 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — The  plan  of  improvement  pro¬ 
vides  for  clearing,  enlargement,  and  realignment  as  required  of 
L’Anguille  River  below  mile  108,  Brushy  Creek  below  mile  6,  and 
First  Creek  below  mile  8,  to  convey  flood  flows  at  stages  sufficiently 
low  to  facilitate  drainage  of  areas  outside  the  first  bottoms  of  the 
flood  plain  above  the  limit  of  Mississippi  and  St.  Francis  Rivers 
backwater. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $5,100,000. 

Local  cooperation. — Provided  that  local  interests  furnish  without 
cost  to  the  United  States,  all  lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way 
required  for  construction  of  the  improvements  and  maintain  all  works 

I  after  completion. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — -None. 

Benefits. — Plan  of  improvement  will  furnish  effective  drainage  for 
some  80,000  acres  of  cropland  with  attendant  increase  in  crop  produc¬ 
tion  estimated  at  $1,200,000  annually  at  1945  prices  of  which  about 
$600,000  reasonably  may  be  considered  due  to  the  improvement. 
The  proposed  improvement  will  afford  adequate  drainage  for  some 
160,000  acres  of  flat  woodland  well  adapted  for  development  as  rice 
lands  which  if  put  to  agricultural  use  reasonably  may  be  expected  to 
produce  new  crop  values  of  some  $6,000,000  at  1945  prices.  Annual 
benefits  have  been  revised  to  reflect  present  prices  and  are  now  esti¬ 
mated  at  $800,000  and  when  compared  with  the  annual  charges  in¬ 
dicate  a  favorable  benefit  to  cost  ratio  of  3.2  to  1. 

RIO  GRANDE  AND  TRIBUTARIES,  COLORADO  AND  NEW  MEXICO 

Location. — The  Rio  Grande  rises  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  in 
southern  Colorado,  flows  southeast  through  Colorado,  a  distance  of 
182  miles  and  thence  465  miles  southward  across  New  Mexico  to  El 
Paso,  Tex.  The  drainage  area  above  El  Paso  is  38,964  square  miles, 
of  which  31,476  are  in  New  Mexico.  The  population  of  the  basin 
above  El  Paso  was  about  272,500  in  1946.  Albuquerque  is  the 
largest  city  with  a  population  of  41,000  and  Santa  Fe,  the  capital  of 
New  Mexico,  has  a  population  of  31,000.  Major  occupations  are 
large-scale  ranching  and  irrigation  farming.  Major  irrigated  crops 
are  alfalfa,  native  hay,  cotton,  corn,  small  grains,  vegetables,  and 
fruits. 

Report  authorized  by. — Flood  Control  Act  approved  August  18,  1941 . 
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Existing  project. — The  only  flood-control  project  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  in  the  basin  is  one  for  local  protection 
at  Creede,  Colo.,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December 
22,  1941.  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has  completed  the  Elephant 
Butte  and  Caballo  Reservoirs  and  additional  work  in  the  basin,  and 
was  authorized  by  the  Interior  Appropriation  Act  of  1941  to  construct 
the  San  Luis  Valley  project  in  Colorado.  Other  Federal  agencies  and 
local  interests  have  completed  works  for  soil  conservation,  wildlife 
refuges,  and  irrigation. 


Plan  of  recommended  improvement 


Project 1 

Federal 

Non-Federal 

Total 

Chamita  Reservoir  .  . 

$30,  833,  000 

7,  201,  000 
11,  526,  000 
200,  000 
18,  233,  000 

1,  525,  000 

$30,  833, 000 
7,  201,  000 
11,  707, 000 
275,  200 
18,  233, 000 
1,  525,  000 

Jemez  Reservoir.  _ _  _ 

Rio  Grande  floodway  _ .  ... 

$181,  000 

2  75,  200 

Bluewaterfloodway  _ . . . 

Rehabilitation,  work .  __  _ 

Miscellaneous  work . . ___  _ _  ______ 

Total _ _ _ _ _ 

69,  518, 000 

256,  200 

70, 328,  849 

1  Based  on  December  1947  prices. 

2  $75,000  is  a  cash  contribution  and  $200  is  lands  and  damages. 


Local  cooperation. — Local  interests  are  required  to  give  the  custom¬ 
ary  assurances  in  connection  with  flood-control  projects  covering 
lands,  damages,  and  highway  and  highway-bridge  alterations  for 
channel  and  levees  in  addition  to  maintaining  and  operating  all  levees 
in  the  Bluewater  floodway.  They  must  also  contribute  in  cash 
$75,000  to  the  cost  of  constructing  a  culvert  which  is  part  of  the  Blue- 
water  floodway  project.  Total  estimated  non-Federal  cost  is  $256,200. 

Annual  cost  of  maintenance  to  the  United  States. — $589,000. 

Benefits. — The  plan  will  provide  for  the  development  of  the  water 
resources  of  the  Rio  Grande  Basin  and  the  flood-control  phase  of  the 
plan  covered  in  this  report  will  provide  improvements  essential  to  the 
economic  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  basin.  The  ratio  of  average 
annual  benefits  to  average  annual  costs  is  1.2  to  1. 

Remarks. — The  plan  has  been  coordinated  among  the  Federal  and 
State  agencies  concerned  and  all  are  in  agreement.  Construction  of 
the  entire  plan  would  be  a  joint  undertaking  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  The  committee  is  of  the 
opinion  that  flood  and  sediment  control  in  the  Rio  Grande  Basin  is  es¬ 
sential  for  protection  of  the  valley  lands.  Sedimentation  of  the  stream 
bed  has  raised  ground-water  levels  in  the  valley  and  caused  abandon¬ 
ment  of  large  agricultural  areas  and  increased  damages  from  floods. 
The  comprehensive  plan  worked  out  by  State,  Federal,  and  local  offic¬ 
ials  would  reduce  flood  damages  and  permit  continued  use  of  a  large 
area  for  agricultural  and  other  purposes.  Approval  of  the  plan  with 
small  authorization  to  construct  emergency  features  and  prosecute 
plans  for  certain  remaining  items  is  believed  desirable  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  so  recommends. 
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Preliminary  Examinations  and  Surveys  (Sec.  204) 

The  committee  gave  careful  consideration  to  all  preliminary  exam¬ 
ination  and  survey  items  added  to  section  204.  The  following  named 
localities  were  added:  Two  Mile  Creek,  Oreg.;  Aroostook  River  and 
tributaries,  Maine;  Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oreg.;  Skinner 
Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Mannesville,  N.  Y.;  Steinhatchee  and 
Eenholloway  Rivers,  Fla. 

APPROPRIATIONS  AUTHORIZED 

Section  207  which  contains  the  limiting  authorization  of  $25,000,000 
for  flood-control  projects  in  title  II  has  been  amended  by  increasing 
this  amount  to  $65,000,000  in  order  to  include  the  projects  added  by 
the  Senate  committee. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 636 

H.  R.  6419 

[Report  No.  1568] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  4  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 

June  9  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 
Reported  by  Mr.  Malone,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I— RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

4  Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers 

5  and  harbors  and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  con- 

6  trol,  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 

7  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

8  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accord- 

9  ance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom- 
10  mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports 
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hereinafter  designated:  Provided ,  That  the  provisions  of 
section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  Numbered  14,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first 
session),  shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  authorized  in 
this  title ;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improvement  for 
navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harhor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  553, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered  552,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Ealmouth  Harhor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harhor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Dock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Chester  River,  Maryland  (channel  from  Kent  Island 
Narrows  to  Wells  Cove)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  380, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  580,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Virginia : 
House  Document  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River, 
Virginia;  House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document 
Numbered  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Pear  River,  North 
Carolina,  including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina;  House  Document  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Winy  ah  Bay,  South  Carolina;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  on  file  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 
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Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  559,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Gulfport  Harbor,  Mississippi;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April  20,  1948; 

Harrison  County,  Mississippi,  Shore  protection;  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated 
March  8,  1948. 

Galveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House 
Document  Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Mississippi  River  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  661,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of 
Traverse  City)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wisconsin;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  668;  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Dunkirk  Harbor,  Hew  York;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Oswego  Harbor,  New  York;  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May  10,  1948 ; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California;  House  Document  Numbered 
644,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document 
Numbered  586,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (chaimel  to,  and  boat 
basin  at,  Garibaldi)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  650, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Umpqua  River,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Win¬ 
chester  Bay)  ;  Senate  Document  Numbered  154,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel)  ;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered .646,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document 
Numbered  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warrenton)  ;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  River,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  River,  Washington;  House 
Document  Numbered  635,  Eightieth  Congress. 
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Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing 
river  and  harbor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria¬ 
tions,  may  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  the 
collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its 
tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  project. 

Sec.  103.  That  the  existing  project  for  the  Neches  and 
Angelina  Elvers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to 
provide  that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances  that 
upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute 
toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not 
to  exceed  two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for 
its  own  use. 

Sec.  104.  In  the  prosecution  of  the  work  for  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  Bayou  Carlin ,  Louisiana ,  in  accordance  with  project 
adopted  by  the  Liver  and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2,  1945, 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  is  hereby  authorized  to  protect  the 
piers  of  the  railway  bridge  crossing  Bayou  Carlin  at 
Delcambre,  Louisiana. 

Sec.  105.  That  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating 
to  the  improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors  passed  since  June ; 
25,  1938,  shall  be  compiled  under  the  direction  of  the  Sec- 
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retary  of  the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  printed 
for  use  of  the  Department  of  the  Army. 

Sec.  106.  That  not  to  exceed  $ 5,000  annually  of  the 
funds  appropriated  for  rivers  and  harbors  shall  be  available 
for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the  Permanent  Inter¬ 
national  Commission  of  the  Congresses  of  Navigation  and 
for  the  payment  in  amounts  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  of  the  expenses  of  the  properly  accredited  delegates  of 
the  United  States  to  the  meetings  of  the  congresses  and  of 
the  Commission. 

Sec.  107.  The  dam  site  known  as  Foster  Creek  Dam 
on  the  Columbia  River  authorized  in  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  of  July  21,  1946,  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief 
Joseph  Dam,  and  any  law,  regulation,  document,  or  record 
of  the  United  States  in  which  such  dam  is  designated  or 
referred  to  under  the  name  of  Foster  Creek  Dam  shall  be 
held  to  refer  to  such  dam  under  and  by  the  name  Chief 
Joseph  Dam. 

Sec.  404  108.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys  to  be  made  at  the  following-named  localities,  the 
cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  such  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  pre¬ 
liminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 
works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  title  or  some  prior 
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Act  or  joint  resolution  shall  be  made :  Provided  further,  That 
after  the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law 
on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work  under  way  or 
proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental  or  additional  report 
or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law :  Provided 
further,  That  the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water¬ 
way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for 
the  proposed  work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law:  Provided 
further,  That  reports  of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and  shore 
protection  shall  include  an  estimate  of  the  public  interests 
involved,  and  such  plan  of  improvement  as  is  found  justified, 
together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs  in  each  case : 
And  provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested 
in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law: 

Dosoris  Creek, 'New  York; 

Tol Chester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  Elver,  Maryland; 

Holdens  Creek,  Virginia; 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

Back  River,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  con¬ 
necting  Back  River  with  Front  Cove  ; 

Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 
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Powells  Bay,  Accomack  County,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts 
Point,  and  channel  connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast”; 

Pishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington. 

Sec.  40§  109.  Title  I  may  be  cited  as  the  “River  and 
Harbor  Act  of  1948”. 

TITLE  II— FLOOD  CONTROL 

Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22. 
1936  (Public,  Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress) 
as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938 
(Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy-fifth  Congress),  shall 
apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  title  except  that  for 
any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 
provisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise 
provided  by  law:  Provided ,  That  the  authorization  for  any 
flood-control  project  herein  adopted  requiring  local  cooper¬ 
ation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the  date  on  which  local 
mterests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 
interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation 
will  be  furnished. 

Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
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1  December  22,  1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth 

2  Congress,  second  session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  proj- 

3  ects  authorized  in  this  title;  and  the  procedures  therein  set 

4  forth  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of 

5  improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation 

6  and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 

7  forth  in  full. 

8  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 

9  that  the  following  provisions  shah  be  observed: 

10  No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a 

11  project  for  flood  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be 

12  authorized  by  the  Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project 

13  or  modification  has  been  previously  submitted  by  the  Chief 

14  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  conformity  with 

15  existing  law. 

16  Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for 

17  the  benefit  of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  flood- 

18  waters  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  author- 

19  ized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 

20  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 

21  in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  reports  here- 

22  inafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 

23  therein:  Provided,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications, 

24  and  preliminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any  project 

25  authorized  in  this  title  with  funds  from  appropriations  here- 
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tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready 
for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  program:  Provided 
further,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated 
as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  he 
consistent  with  budgetary  requirements:  And  provided 
further,  That  pen  stocks  and  other  similar  facilities  adapted 
to  possible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydroelectric 
power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam  authorized  in  this  title 
for  construction  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  when 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  : 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the  Lackawaxen  River, 
Pennsylvania,  is  hereby  authorized,  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  Numbered  113,  Eightieth  Congress,  first 
session,  and  there  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum 
of  $6,150,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan. 

SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  local  flood  protection  at  Wilkes-Barre 
and  Hanover  Township,  Pennsylvania,  authorized  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22,  1936,  in  accordance 
with  House  Document  Numbered  308,  Sixty-ninth  Congress, 
first  session,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  raising  a  por- 
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tion  of  the  river  front  section  of  the  protective  levee  to  provide 
a  uniform  degree  of  protection  throughout  its  length  at  an 
estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  of  $ 250,000  and  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  for  that  proj¬ 
ect  in  the  Act  approved  June  22,  1936. 

CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

The  project  for  Caloosahatchee  River  and  Lake  Okee¬ 
chobee  drainage  areas,  Florida,  authorized  by  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  of  July  3,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby 
modified  and  expanded  to  include  the  first  phase  of  the  com¬ 
prehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  cen¬ 
tral  and  southern  Florida  as  recommended  by  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  in  his  report  dated  February  19,  1945,  subject  to 
the  conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  therein,  and 
there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$16,300,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  said  plan. 

ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett, 
Missouri,  in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  are  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  445, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $740,000. 

The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas 
River  authorized  by  the  Elood  Control  Act  approved  De¬ 
cember  22,  1944,  in  accordance  with  House  Document 
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1  Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi- 

2  tied  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate  in  the 

3  cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across 

4  the  Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-Fort 

5  Smith  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $20Q7000  $ 300,000 . 

6  The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to  construct,  as  an 

7  emergency  measure,  hank  protection  and  control  works  at 

8  Bradens  Bend ,  Oklahoma ,  in  accordance  with  plans  on  file 

9  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  at  an  estimated  cost 

10  of  $ 1,000,000 ,  as  a  part  of  the  multiple-purpose  plan  for 

11  the  Arkansas  Fiver  and  tributaries,  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma. 

12  authorized  by  the  Fiver  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24, 

13  1946,  and  the  authorization  for  appropriation  for  the  Arkan- 

14  sas  Fiver  Basin  is  hereby  increased  accordingly. 

15  UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

16  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois, 

17  on  the  Rock  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 

18  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 

19  neers  in  House  Document  Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Con- 

20  gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

21  The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  River, 

22  Illinois,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 

23  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 

24  Document  Numbered  245,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an 

25  estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 
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1  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity 

2  of  Aitkin,  Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  Eiver  is  hereby 

3  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda- 

4  tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num- 

5  bered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 

6  $1,680,000. 

7  RED  RIVER  OF  TIIE  NORTH 

8  The  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other 

9  purposes  in  the  Bed  River  of  the  North  drainage  basin, 

10  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Minnesota  as  set  forth 

11  in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May  24,  1948, 

12  is  approved  and  there  is  hereby  authorized  the  sum  of 

13  $ 2,000,000  for  the  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan. 

14  OHIO  EIVEE  BASIN 

15  The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity 

16  of  Union  town,  Penns)d  vania,  on  Eedstone  Creek,  are  hereby 
1 1  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 

18  mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 

19  Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 

20  $1,015,000. 

21  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Eosiclare,  Illinois, 

22  on  the  Ohio  Eiver  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 

23  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi- 

24  neers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  125,  Eightieth  Con- 

25  gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 
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MISSOURI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  hank  protection  on  the  Missouri  Biver 
from  Kenslers  Bend ,  Nebraska,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  approved  August  IS,  1941,  is  hereby  modified 
and  extended  upstream  to  include  Miners  Bend  and  vicinity . 
South  Dakota  and  Nebraska,  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $3,000,000. 

The  projects  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  the 
South  Platte  Biver  Basin,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  and 
Nebraska  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  669, 
Eightieth  Congress,  second  session,  are  approved  and  there  is 
hereby  authorized  the  sum  of  $ 3,000,000  for  partial  accom¬ 
plishment  of  these  projects. 

GBEAT  LAKES  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity, 
New  York,  on  Tona wanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  46, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $565,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansvifle  and  vicinity, 
New  York,  on  Canaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee 
Biver,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
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1  Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti- 

2  mated  cost  of  $165,000. 

3  The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on 

4  Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is 

5  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 

6  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu- 

7  ment  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 

8  cost  of  $1,010,000. 

9  The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards 

10  Farm  area  and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from 

11  floods  caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from  increases  in 

12  the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby  authorized  substan- 

13  tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 

14  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 

15  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

16  SANTA  CLAEA  RIVER  BASIN 

17  The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara 

18  River  and  its  tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized 

19  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

20  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  443, 

21  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $4,960,000. 

22  GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

23  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity, 

24  Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  sub- 

25  stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
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Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  274, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,390,000. 

WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  general  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control,  navi¬ 
gation,  and  other  purposes  approved  by  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  June  28,  1938,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  the 
installation  of  hydroelectric  power  generating  facilities,  includ¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  a  reregulating  dam,  at  Detroit  Reser¬ 
voir  on  the  North  Santia  River  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 


LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the 
Lower  Mississippi  Eiver,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May 
15,  1928,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  and  expanded  to  include  the  following  hern  and:  the 


f  r\-i»  o  fci  ~i 
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items: 


(a)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi 
Eiver  below  Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West 
Tennessee  tributaries  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  627,  Eightieth  Congress,  and  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased 
accordingly. 
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(b)  The  Devils  Swamp  project  at  Baton  Rouge,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $ 2,000,000 ,  authorized  by  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  J uly  24,  1946. 

(c)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  L' Anguille 
River,  Arkansas,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $ 5,100,000  is  hereby 
approved  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report  dated 
August  22,  1947,  and  the  authorization  for  the  Lower 
Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  by  $2,000,000. 

RIO  GRANDE  BASIN 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Rio  Grande  Basin  as 
set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April 
5,  1948,  and,  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
dated  November  21,  1947,  all  in  substantial  accord  with 
the  agreement  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  November  21,  1947, 
is  hereby  approved  except  insofar  as  the  recommendations 
in  those  reports  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  and  subject  to  the  authorizations  and  limitations  set  forth 
herein. 

The  approval  granted  above  shall  be  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions  and  limitations: 

(a)  Construction  of  the  spillway  gate  structure  at 
Chamita  Dam  shall  be  deferred  so  long  as  New  Mexico  shall 
have  accrued  debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact 
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1  and  until  New  Mexico  shall  consistently  accrue  credits  pur- 

2  suant  to  the  Rio  Grande  Compact; 

3  (h)  Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Rio  Grande  shall  he 

4  excluded  from  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project  authorized 

5  herein  without  prejudice  to  subsequent  consideration  of  Chiflo 

6  Dam  and  Reservoir  by  the  Congress; 

7  (c)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  conjunction  with 

8  other  interested  Federal  agencies,  is  directed  to  make  studies 

9  to  determine  feasible  ways  and  means  of  reducing  nonhene- 

10  ficial  consumption  of  water  by  native  vegetation  in  the  flood 

11  plain  of  the  Rio  Grande  and  its  principal  tributaries  above 

12  Caballo  Reservoir;  and 

13  (d)  At  all  times  when  New  Mexico  shall  have  accrued 

14  debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  all  reservoirs 

15  constructed  as  a  part  of  the  project  shall  be  operated  solely 

16  for  flood  control  except  as  otherwise  required  by  the  Rio 

17  Grande  Compact,  and  at  all  times  all  project  works  shall 

18  be  operated  in  conformity  with  the  Rio  Grande  Compact 

19  as  it  is  administered  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  Commission. 

20  Jn  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  Secretary 

21  of  the  Interior  shall  be  governed  by  and  have  the  powers 

22  conferred  upon  him  by  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act 

23  of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388),  and  Acts  amendatory 

24  thereof  or  supplementary  thereto,  except  as  is  otherwise  pro- 

25  vided  in  this  Act  or  in  the  reports  referred  to  above.  This 
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Act  shall  be  deemed  a  supplement  to  said  Federal  reclamation 
laws. 

Approval  is  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  the  authorizations  approved  from 
time  to  time  for  the  prosecution  of  this  plan  to  acquire  in 
the  name  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or  otherwise, 
any  or  all  of  the  bonds  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Conservancy  District  outstanding 
when  such  authorizations  are  approved  at  such  prices  and 
on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  deem  necessary  or 
proper  for  the  protection  of  the  investment  of  the  United 
States  and  to  retire  those  obligations  on  such  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  as  he  shall  likewise  deem  proper  or  necessary. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  entering  into  a  contract 
or  contracts  for  the  repayment  of  the  reimbursable  construc¬ 
tion  costs  of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project,  now  estimated 
at  approximately  $ 18,000,000 ,  shall  vary  that  amount  to 
reflect  changes  in  the  estimates  of  those  costs  occurring  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  contract  or  contracts  and  in  so  doing  may, 
if  need  be,  extend  the  repayment  period  beyond  forty  years 
to  permit  payment  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  present  estimate. 

Subject  to  the  limitations  of  authorizations  approved 
from  time  to  time  for  prosecution  of  this  plan,  approval  is 
granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  acquire,  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or  donation,  agricultural 
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lands  owned  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico  within  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  project  at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles  satis¬ 
factory  to  him  and  to  develop  those  lands  substantially  in 
the  manner  outlined  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  referred  to  above.  Lands  so  acquired  shall  be  resold 
or  leased  by  the  Secretary  to  actual  settlers  for  agricultural 
purposes  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  him 
which  rules  and  regulations  shall  set  out  the  prices  and 
terms  of  such  sales  and  leases,  the  qualifications  required  of 
purchasers  and  lessees,  and  other  matters  relating  to  the 
disposition  and  use  of  these  lands,  and  shall  provide  a  pre¬ 
ferred  right  to  purchase  or  lease  any  tract  of  such  land  to 
otherwise  qualified  persons  of  the  following  classes  in  the 
order  here  set  out,  purchasers  in  any  class  being  preferred 
to  lessees  in  that  or  any  other  class: 

(1)  The  former  owner  or  owners  of  such  tracts,  if 
his  or  their  title  thereto  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale 
for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(2)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  W ar 
II  who  are  the  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner 
or  owners  of  such  tract,  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner 
or  owners  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to 
the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(3)  The  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner 
or  owners  of  such  tract  other  than  those  referred  to  in 
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(2)  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner  or  owners  was 
divested  hy  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New 
Mexico. 

(4)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  Wai 

II  other  than  those  referred  to  in  (2). 

(5)  Persons  other  than  those  referred  to  in  the 
clauses  above.  Any  deed  executed  by  the  Secretary  in 
favor  of  any  person  described  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall 
provide  that  any  person  described  under  (1),  (2),  or 

(3 )  shall  have  the  right  to  purchase  any  land  conveyed 
by  such  deed,  within  a  period  of  ten  years  after  the 
execution  thereof,  by  (a)  paying  to  the  owner  the  amount 
or  amounts  actually  paid  by  him  as  consideration  foi 
such  deed  and  for  the  actual  cost  of  improvements  on 
such  land  plus  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per 
annum  on  such  amount  or  amounts,  and  (b)  assuming 
any  obligations  of  the  owner  to  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  land.  Any  lease  executed  by  the  Secretary 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  to  any  person  de¬ 
scribed  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall,  by  its  terms,  expire  not 
later  than  five  years  after  the  date  of  its  execution.  The 
preferred  rights  provided  for  by  this  section  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  lease  any  land  shall  continue  to  be  applicable 
until  such  land  is  finally  disposed  of  by  the  Secretary , 
but  the  right  of  any  lessee  or  purchaser  to  enter  into 
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possession  shall  be  subject  to  any  rights  under  any  prior 
lease  executed  by  the  Secretary.  Moneys  accruing  from 
the  sale  or  lease  of  said  lands  shall  be  covered  into  the 
reclamation  fund  in  the  Treasury. 

In  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  all 
water  in  the  Middle  Bio  Grande  Valley  in  New  Mexico  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  useful  primarily  for  domestic,  municipal,  and 
irrigation  purposes. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as  affecting  or 
abrogating  in  any  way  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
in  which  the  Middle  Bio  Grande  Valley  lies,  relating  to  the 
control,  appropriation,  or  distribution  of  water  used  in  irri¬ 
gation  or  for  municipal  or  other  uses,  or  any  vested,  right 
therein. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  abrogate  or 
impair  existing  obligations  of  the  United  States  or  any  agency 
thereof,  including  obligations  to  furnish  water  for  irrigation 
and  obligations  to  any  Indian  or  tribe  or  band  of  Indians 
whether  based  on  treaty,  agreement,  or  Act  of  Congress . 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$ 3,500,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
for  the  partial  accomplishment  of  the  comprehensive  plan  for 
the  Bio  Grande  Basin. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  auth¬ 
orized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
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surveys  for  flood  control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan¬ 
nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and  floods  aggravated 
by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects  to  be  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage  areas  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 
the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 
soil-erosion  prevention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
made  for  such  purposes :  Provided ,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or 
work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no 
supplemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  cause  a  review  of  any  examination  or  survey  to 
be  made  and  a  report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national  defense  or  by  changed 
physical  or  economic  conditions:  And  provided  further,  That 
the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor 
mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law ; 

Rahway  River  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey; 
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Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina ; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina; 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  River,  Florida; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil 
Conservation  District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict,  the  Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the 
Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  District,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  improvement  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  related  purposes,  including  channel  and  major 
drainage  improvements; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  witli 
a  view  to  providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  ero¬ 
sions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 
aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan  ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the 
surrounding  area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Coun¬ 
ties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess 
underground  and  surface  waters; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  advisability  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 
uses. 
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Two  Mile  Creek,  Oregon; 

Aroostook  River  and  tributaries,  Maine; 

Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oregon; 

Skinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Mannesville, 
New  York; 

Steinhatchee  and  Fenholloway  Rivers,  Florida; 

River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
authorized  to  allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small  flood-control 
projects  not  specifically  authorized  b}7  Congress,  and  not 
within  areas  intended  to  be  protected  by  projects  so  author¬ 
ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided, 
That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose 
at  any  single  locality  from  the  appropriations  for  any  one 
fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  local 
cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply:  Arid  'provided 
further,  That  the  work  shall  be  complete  in  itself  and  not 
commit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  improvement 
to  insure  its  successful  operation,  except  as  may  result  from 
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the  normal  procedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 
submission  of  preliminary  examination  and  survey  reports. 

Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Flood 
Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

‘‘That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in 
the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 
work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the 
strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning  of  the  work  for 
flood  control.” 

Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  $65,000,000  is 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  carrying  out  im¬ 
provements  under  this  title  by  the  Department  of  the  Army, 
and  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  additional  is  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  and  expended  in  equal  amounts  by  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  the  Army  and  Agriculture  for  carrying  out  any 
examination  or  survey  provided  for  in  this  title  and  any  other 
Acts  of  Congress  to  be  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 
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1  Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 

2  authorized  to  be  appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be 

3  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

4  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  repair, 

5  restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood- 

6  control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

7  recent  floods,  or  which  may  he  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
3  later  floods,  including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modi- 
9  fication  of  such  works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discre- 

tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning 

11  of  the  works  for  flood  control:  Provided,  That  local  interests 

12  shall  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands, 

13  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  work  and 

14  shall  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion 

15  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers : 

16  Provided  further,  That  pending  the  appropriation  of 

17  said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from  exist- 
1®  ing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be  neces- 

19  sary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized 

* 

20  by  this  section,  such  appropriations  to  be  reimbursed  from 

21  said  emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And  provided 

22  further,  That  funds  allotted  under  this  authority  shall  not 

23  be  diverted  from  the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria- 

24  tion  “Flood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  Be- 
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1  partment  Civil  Enactions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific 

2  purposes. 

3  Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Elood  Control 

4  Act  of  1948”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  June  3,  1948. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


H.  R.  6419 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  10  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Lucas  submitted  the  following; 

© 

AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Magnuson  to  the  bill  (II.  K. 
6419)  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation 
of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation, 
flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  At  the  appro¬ 
priate  place  at  the  end  of  section  108  of  the  bill,  as  reported, 
insert  the  following : 

1  Quilcene  Bay  Harbor,  Washington. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
2d  Session 


Calendar  No.  1636 

H.  R»  6419 

[Report  No.  1568] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  4  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 

June  9  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 
Reported  by  Mr.  Malone,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 

June  10  (legislative  day,  June  1),  1948 

Reported  by  Mr.  Malone,  with  additional  amendments,  and  ordered  reprinted 

showing  such  amendments 


AN  ACT 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I— RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

4  Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers 

5  and  harbors  and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  con- 

6  trol,  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 

7  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

8  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accord- 
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ance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports 
hereinafter  designated:  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of 
section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  Numbered  14,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first 
session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  authorized  in 
this  title ;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improvement  for 
navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  553, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered  552,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Ealmouth  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Rock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

«; 

Chester  River,  Maryland  (channel  from  Kent  Island 
Narrows  to  Wells  Cove)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  380, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  580,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Virginia; 
House  Document  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River, 
Virginia;  House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document 
Numbered  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Eear  River,  Noith 
Carolina,  including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina;  House  Document  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Winy  ah  Bay,  South  Carolina;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  on  file  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  559,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Gulfport  Harbor,  Mississippi;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April  20,  1948; 

Harrison  County,  Mississippi,  Shore  protection;  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated 
March  8,  1948. 

Galveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House 
Document  Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Mississippi  River  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  661,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of 
Traverse  City)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 
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Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wisconsin ;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  668;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  Hew  York;  House  Document  num¬ 
bered  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Oswego  Harbor,  New  York;  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  Mag  10,  1948; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California;  House  Document  Numbered 
644,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document 
Numbered  586,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (chamiel  to,  and  boat 
basin  at,  Garibaldi)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  650, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

XJmpqua  River,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Win¬ 
chester  Bay)  ;  Senate  Document  Numbered  154,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel)  ;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  646,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document 
Numbered  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warrenton)  ;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  River,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94 
Eightieth  Congress; 
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Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  River,  Washington;  House 
Document  Numbered  635,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing 
river  and  harbor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria¬ 
tions,  may  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  the 
collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its 
tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  project. 

Sec.  103.  That  the  existing  project  for  the  Neches  and 
Angelina  Rivers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to 
provide  that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances  that 
upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute 
toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not 
to  exceed  two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for 
its  own  use. 

Sec.  104.  In  the  'prosecution  of  the  work  for  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  Bayou  Carlin,  Louisiana,  in  accordance  with  project 
adopted  hy  the  Liver  and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2,  1945, 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  is  hereby  authorized  to  protect  the 
piers  of  the  railway  bridge  crossing  Bayou  Carlin  at 
Delcambre,  Louisiana. 

Sec.  105.  That  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating 
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1  to  the  improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors  passed  since  June 

2  25,  1938,  shall  be  compiled  under  the  direction  of  the  Sec- 

3  retary  of  the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  printed 

4  for  use  of  the  Department  of  the  Army. 

5  Sec.  106.  That  not  to  exceed  $ 5,000  annually  of  the 

6  funds  appropriated  for  rivers  and  harbors  shall  be  available 

7  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the  Permanent  Tntcr- 

8  national  Commission  of  the  Congresses  of  Navigation  and 

9  for  the  payment  in  amounts  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engi- 

10  neers  of  the  expenses  of  the  properly  accredited  delegates  of 

11  the  United  States  to  tlie  meetings  of  the  congresses  and  of 

12  the  Commission. 

13  Sec.  107.  The  dam  site  known  as  Poster  Creek  Dam 

14  on  the  Columbia  Diver  authorized  in  the  Diver  and  Harbor 

15  Act  of  July  24,  1946,  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief 

18  Joseph  D  am,  and  any  law,  regulation,  document,  or  record 
17  of  the  United  States  in  which  such  dam  is  designated  or 
13  referred  to  under  the  name  of  Poster  Creek  Dam  shall  be 

19  held  to  refer  to  such  dam  under  and  by  the  name  Chief 

20  Joseph  D  am. 

21  Sec.  404  108.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  au- 

22  thorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 

23  surveys  to  be  made  at  the  following-named  localities,  the 

24  cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 

25  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  pre- 
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liminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 
works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  title  or  some  prior 
Act  or  joint  resolution  shall  he  made:  Provided  further,  That 
after  the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law 
on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work  under  way  or 
proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental  or  additional  report 
or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water¬ 
way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for 
the  proposed  work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law :  Provided 
further,  That  reports  of  survej^s  on  beach  erosion  and  shore 
protection  shall  include  an  estimate  of  the  public  interests 
involved,  and  such  plan  of  improvement  as  is  found  justified, 
together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs  in  each  case : 
And  provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested 
in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law: 

Dosoris  Creek,  New  York; 

Tol Chester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  River,  Maryland; 

Holdens  Creek,  Virginia; 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

Back  Paver,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  con¬ 
necting  Back  River  with  Front  Cove; 
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1  Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 

2  Powells  Bay,  Accomack  County,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts 

3  Point,  and  channel  connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast” ; 

4  Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington. 

5  Sec.  105  109.  Title  I  may  be  cited  as  the  “Biver  and 

6  Harbor  Act  of  1948”. 

7  TITLE  II— FLOOD  CONTEOL 

8  Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22. 

9  1936  (Public,  Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress) 

10  as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938 

11  (Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy-fifth  Congress),  shall 

12  apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  title  except  that  for 

13  any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 

14  provisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of 

15  June  22,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise 

16  provided  by  law:  Provided,  That  the  authorization  for  any 

17  flood-control  project  herein  adopted  requiring  local  cooper- 

18  ation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the  date  on  which  local 

19  interests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department  of  the 

20  Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 

21  interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 

22  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation 

23  will  be  furnished. 

24  Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of 

H.  B.  6419 - 2 
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1  December  22,  1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth 

2  Congress,  second  session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  proj- 

3  ects  authorized  in  this  title;  and  the  procedures  therein  set 

4  forth  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of 

5  improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation 

6  and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 

7  forth  in  full. 

8  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 

9  that  the  following  provisions  shall  be  observed : 

10  No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a 

11  project  for  flood  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be 

12  authorized  by  the  Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project 

13  or  modification  has  been  previously  submitted  by  the  Chief 

14  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  conformity  with 

15  existing  law. 

16  Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for 

17  the  benefit  of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  flood- 

18  waters  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  author- 

19  ized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 

20  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 

21  in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  reports  here- 

22  inafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 

23  therein:  Provided,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications, 

24  and  preliminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any  project 

25  authorized  in  this  title  with  funds  from  appropriations  here- 
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tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready 
for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  program:  Provided 
further ,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated 
as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  be 
consistent  with  budgetary  requirements :  And  provided 
further,  That  pen  stocks  and  other  similar  facilities  adapted 
to  possible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydroelectric 
power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam  authorized  in  this  title 
for  construction  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  when 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  : 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the  Lackawaxen  River, 
Pennsylvania,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  Numbered  113,  Eightieth  Congress,  first 
session,  and  there  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum 
of  $6 ,150 ,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan. 

SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 
The  project  for  local  flood,  protection  at  Wilkes-Barre 


“2  nnd  Hanover  Township,  Pennsylvania,  authorized  by  the 
^  Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22,  1936,  in  accordance 
with  House  Document  Numbered  308,  Sixty-ninth  Congress, 
first  session,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  raising  a  por- 
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tion  of  the  river  front  section  of  the  protective  levee  to  provide 
a  uniform  degree  of  protection  throughout  its  length  at  an 
estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  of  $250,000  and  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  for  that  proj¬ 
ect  in  the  Act  approved  June  22,  1936. 

JAMES  RIVER  BASIN 

That  preparation  of  plans  or  construction  shall  not  be 
undertaken  on  the  Gathright  Reservoir  and  the  Falling 
Springs  reregulating  dam  on  Jackson  River,  Virginia,  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  July  24,  1946, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  207,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  first  session,  until  completion  of  review  of  the  project  to 
determine  the  desirability  of  its  construction  at  the  present 
time,  and  a  finding  of  the  proper  local  contribution  on  the 
basis  of  benefits  to  be  derived  for  water  supply,  pollution 
abatement,  and  other  conservation  purposes. 

CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

The  project  for  Caloosahatchee  River  and  Lake  Okee¬ 
chobee  drainage  areas,  Florida,  authorized  by  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  of  July  3,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby 
modified  and  expanded  to  include  the  first  phase  of  the  com¬ 
prehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  cen¬ 
tral  and  southern  Florida  as  recommended  by  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  in  his  report  dated  February  19,  1948,  subject  to 
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the  conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  therein,  and 
there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$16 ,300 ,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  said  plan. 

ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett, 
Missouri,  in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  are  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  445, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $740,000. 

The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas 
River  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  De¬ 
cember  22,  1944,  in  accordance  with  House  Document 
Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate  in  the 
cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across 
the  Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-Fort 
Smith  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $ 300,000 . 

The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to  construct,  as  an 
emergency  measure,  bank  protection  and  control  works  at 
Bradens  Bend,  Oklahoma,  in  accordance  with  plans  on  file 
in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $1,000,000,  as  a  part  of  the  multiple-purpose  plan  for 
the  Arkansas  River  and  tributaries,  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma,, 
authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24, 
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1946,  and  the  authorization  for  appropriation  for  the  Arkan¬ 
sas  River  Basin  is  hereby  increased  accordingly. 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 
The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois, 
on  the  Rock  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  House  Document  Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  River, 
Illinois,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  245,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  Aitkin,  Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  River  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,680,000. 

RED  RIVER  OF  THE  NORTH 
The  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other 
purposes  in  the  Red  River  of  the  North  drainage  basin, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Minnesota  as  set  forth 
in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May  24,  1948, 
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is  approved  and  there  is  hereby  authorized  the  sum  of 
$2,000,000  for  the  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan. 

OHIO  RIVER  BASIN  ’ 

The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  Uniontown,  Pennsylvania,  on  Redstone  Creek,  are  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 
Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,015,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Rosiclare,  Illinois, 
on  the  Ohio  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  125,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

MISSOURI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  bank  protection  on  the  Missouri  Fiver 
from  Kenslers  Bend,  Nebraska,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  approved  August  18,  1941,  is  hereby  modified 
and  extended  upstream  to  include  Miners  Bend  and  vicinity , 
South  Dakota  and  Nebraska,  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  'Engineers  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $3,000,000. 

The  projects  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  the 
South  Platte  Fiver  Basin,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  ana 
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Nebraska  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  669, 
Eightieth  Congress,  second  session,  are  approved  and  there  is 
hereby  authorized  the  sum  of  $ 3,000,000  for  partial  accom¬ 
plishment  of  these  projects. 

GEEAT  LAKES  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity, 
New  York,  on  Tona wanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  46, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $565,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansville  and  vicinity, 
New  York,  on  Canaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee 
River,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  $165,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on 
Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $1,010,000. 

The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards 
Farm  area  and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from 
floods  caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from  increases  in 
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the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby  authorized  substan¬ 
tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

SANTA  CLAEA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara 
River  and  its  tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  443, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $4,960,000. 

GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity, 
Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  274, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,390,000. 

WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  general  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control ,  navi¬ 
gation,  and  other  purposes  approved,  hy  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  June  28,  1938,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  the 
installation  of  hydroelectric  power  generating  facilities,  includ¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  a  reregulating  dam,  at  Detroit  Reser¬ 
voir  on  the  North  Santiam  River  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 
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1  LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

2  The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the 

3  Lower  Mississippi  River,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May 

4  15,  1928,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modi- 

5  fled  and  expanded  to  include  the  following  hem  and  the 

6  authorization  for  said  project  is  increased:  accordingly  items : 

7  (a)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi 

8  River  below  Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West 

9  Tennessee  tributaries  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is 

10  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 

11  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu- 

12  ment  Numbered  627,  Eightieth  Congress,  and  the  authori- 

13  zation  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  Liver  project  is  increased 

14  accordingly. 

15  (h)  The  Devils  Swamp  project  at  Baton  Louge,  Louisi- 

16  ana,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $ 2,000,000 ,  authorized  by  the 

17  Liver  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24,  1946. 

18  (c)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  L’Anguille 

19  Liver,  Arkansas,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $5,100,000  is  hereby 

20  approved  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommen- 

21  dations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report  dated 

22  August  22,  1947,  and  the  authorization  for  the  Lower 

23  Mississippi  Liver  project  is  increased  by  $2,000,000. 
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RIO  GRANDE  BASIN 


2  The  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Rio  Grande  Basin  as 

3  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April 

4  5,  1948,  and  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 

5  dated  November  21,  1947,  all  in  substantial  accord  ivith 

6  the  agreement  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and 
1  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  November  21,  1947, 

8  .  is  hereby  approved  except  insofar  as  the  recommendations 

9  in  those  reports  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 

10  Act  and  subject  to  the  authorizations  and  limitations  set  forth 

11  herein. 

12  The  approval  granted  above  shall  be  subject  to  the  follow- 

18  ing  conditions  and  limitations: 

14  (a)  Construction  of  the  spillway  gate  structure  at 

15  Chamita  Dam  shall  be  deferred  so  long  as  New  Mexico  shall 

16  have  accrued  debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact 
11  and  until  New  Mexico  shall  consistently  accrue  credits  pur- 
1°  suant  to  the  Rio  Grande  Compact; 

19  (b)  Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Rio  Grande  shall  be 

20  excluded  from  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project  authorized 

21  herein  without  prejudice  to  subsequent  consideration  of  Chiflo 

22  Dam  and  Reservoir  by  the  Congress; 

23  fc)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  conjunction  with 
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other  interested  Federal  agencies,  is  directed  to  make  studies 
to  determine  feasible  ways  and  means  of  reducing  nonbene- 
ficial  consumption  of  ivater  by  native  vegetation  in  the  flood 
plain  of  the  Rio  Grande  and  its  principal  tributaries  above 
Caballo  Reservoir;  and 

(d)  At  all  times  when  New  Mexico  shall  have  accrued 
debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  all  reservoirs 
constructed  as  a  part  of  the  project  shall  be  operated  solely 
for  flood  control  except  as  otherwise  required  by  the  Rio 
Grande  Compact,  and  at  all  times  all  project  works  shall 
be  operated  in  conformity  with  the  Rio  Grande  Compact 
as  it  is  administered  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  Commission. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  shall  be  governed  by  and  have  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  by  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act 
of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388),  and  Acts  amendatory 
thereof  or  supplementary  thereto,  except  as  is  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  Act  or  in  the  reports  referred  to  above.  This 
Act  shall  be  deemed  a  supplement  to  said  Federal  reclamation 
laws. 

Approval  is  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  the  authorizations  approved  frerm 
time  to  time  for  the  prosecution  of  this  plan  to  acquire  in 
the  name  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or  otherwise, 
any  or  all  of  the  bonds  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
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1  of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Conservancy  District  outstanding 

2  when  such  authorizations  are  approved  at  such  prices  and 

3  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  deem  necessary  or 

4  proper  for  the  protection  of  the  investment  of  the  United 

5  States  and  to  retire  those  obligations  on  such  terms  and  con- 

6  ditions  as  he  shall  likewise  deem  proper  or  necessary. 

7  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  entering  into  a  contract 

8  or  contracts  for  the  repayment  of  the  reimbursable  construc- 

9  tion  costs  of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project,  now  estimated 

10  at  approximately  $ 18,000,000 ,  shall  vary  that  amount  to 

11  reflect  changes  in  the  estimates  of  those  costs  occurring  prior 

12  to  the  date  of  the  contract  or  contracts  and  in  so  doing  may, 

13  if  need  be,  extend  the  repayment  period  beyond  forty  years 
11  to  permit  payment  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  present  estimate. 

15  Subject  to  the  limitations  of  author izations  approved 

16  from  time  to  time  for  prosecution  of  this  plan,  approval  is 
Ml  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  acquire,  on  behalf 
13  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or  donation,  agricultural 

19  lands  owned  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico  within  the  Middle 

20  Rio  Grande  project  at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles  satis- 

21  factory  to  him  and  to  develop  those  lands  substantially  in 

22  the  manner  outlined  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 

23  tion  referred  to  above.  Lands  so  acquired  shall  be  resold 
21  or  leased  by  the  Secretary  to  actual  settlers  for  agricultural 
25  purposes  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  him 
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which  rules  and  regulations  shall  set  out  the  'prices  and 
terms  of  such  sales  and  leases,  the  qualifications  required  of 
purchasers  and  lessees,  and,  other  matters  relating  to  the 
disposition  and  use  of  these  lands,  and  shall  provide  a  pre¬ 
ferred  right  to  purchase  or  lease  any  tract  of  such  land  to 
otherwise  qualified  persons  of  the  following  classes  in  the 
order  here  set  out,  purchasers  in  any  class  being  preferred 
to  lessees  in  that  or  any  other  class : 

(1)  The  former  owner  or  owners  of  such  tracts,  if 
his  or  their  title  thereto  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale 
for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(2)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  War 
II  who  are  the  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner 
or  owners  of  such  tract,  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner 
or  owners  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to 
the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(3)  The  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner 
or  owners  of  such  tract  other  than  those  referred  to  in 
(2)  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner  or  owners  was 
divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New 
Mexico. 

(4)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  War 
II  other  than  those  referred  to  in  (2). 

(5)  Persons  other  than  those  referred  to  in  the 
clauses  above.  Any  deed  executed  by  the  Secretary  in 
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favor  of  any  person  described  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall 
provide  that  any  person  described  under  (1),  (2),  or 
(3)  shall  have  the  right  to  purchase  any  land  conveyed 
by  such  deed,  within  a  period  of  ten  years  after  the 
execution  thereof,  by  (a)  paying  to  the  owner  the  amount 
or  amounts  actually  paid  by  him  as  consideration  for 
such  deed  and  for  the  actual  cost  of  improvements  on 
such  land  plus  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per 
annum  on  such  amount  or  amounts,  and  (b)  assuming 
any  obligations  of  the  owner  to  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect,  to  such  land.  Any  lease  executed  by  the  Secretary 
under  the  provisio7is  of  this  section  to  any  person  de¬ 
scribed  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall,  by  its  terms,  expire  not 
later  than  five  years  after  the  date  of  its  execution.  The 
preferred  rights  provided  for  by  this  section  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  lease  any  land  shall  continue  to  be  applicable 
until  such  land  is  finally  disposed  of  by  the  Secretary; 
but  the  right  of  any  lessee  or  purchaser  to  enter  into 
possession  shall  be  subject  to  any  rights  under  any  prior 
lease  executed  by  the  Secretary.  Moneys  accruing  from 
the  sale  or  lease  of  said  lands  shall  be  covered  into  the 
reclamation  fund  in  the  Treasury. 

In  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  all 
water  in  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Valley  in  New  Mexico  shall 
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be  deemed  to  be  useful  primarily  for  domestic ,  municipal,  and 
irrigation  purposes. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as  affecting  or 
abrogating  in  any  way  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
in  which  the  Middle  Bio  Grande  Valley  lies,  relating  to  the 
control,  appropriation,  or  distribution  of  water  used  in  irri¬ 
gation  or  for  municipal  or  other  uses,  or  any  vested  right 
therein. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  abrogate  or 
impair  existing  obligations  of  the  United  States  or  any  agency 
thereof,  including  obligations  to  furnish  ivater  for  irrigation 
and  obligations  to  any  Indian  or  tribe  or  band  of  Indians 
whether  based  on  treaty,  agreement,  or  Act  of  Congress. 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$ 3,500,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
/or  the  partial  accomplishment  of  the  comprehensive  plan  for 
the  Bio  Grande  Basin. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  auth¬ 
orized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys  for  flood  control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan¬ 
nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and  floods  aggravated 
by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects  to  be  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage  areas  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 
the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
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ture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 
soil-erosion  prevention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
made  for  such  purposes :  Provided,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or 
work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no 
supplemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  cause  a  review  of  any  examination  or  survey  to 
be  made  and  a  report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national  defense  or  by  changed 
physical  or  economic  conditions :  And  provided  further,  That 
the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor 
mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law ; 

Bah  way  Eiver  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey; 

Chowan  Eiver  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina ; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina; 

Eice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  Eiver,  Florida; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil 
Conservation  District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict,  the  Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the 
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Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  District,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  improvement  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood 
control,  and  related  purposes,  including  channel  and  major 
drainage  improvements ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  ero¬ 
sions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 
aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the 
surrounding  area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Coun¬ 
ties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess 
underground  and  surface  waters ; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  advisability  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 
uses. 

Two  Mile  Creek,  Oregon; 

Aroostook  River  and  tributaries,  Maine; 

Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oregon; 

Skinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Mannesville, 
New  York; 

Steinhatchee  and  Fenholloway  Rivers,  Florida; 

River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
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authorized  to  allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small  flood-control 
projects  not  specifically  authorized  by  Congress,  and  not 
within  areas  intended  to  be  protected  by  projects  so  author¬ 
ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided, 
That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose 
at  any  single  locality  from  the  appropriations  for  any  one 
fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  local 
cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply:  And  provided 
further,  That  the  work  shall  be  complete  in  itself  and  not 
commit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  improvement 
to  insure  its  successful  operation,  except  as  may  result  from 
the  normal  procedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 
submission  of  preliminary  examination  and  survey  reports. 

Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 
August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Flood 

Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read 

« 

as  follows: 

“That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  here¬ 
after  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
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1  any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in 

2  the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 

3  work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the 

4  strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification 

5  thereof  as  may  he  necessaiy  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief 

6  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning  of  the  work  for 

7  flood  control.” 

3  Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  $65,000,000  is 
9  hereby  authorized  to  he  appropriated  for  carrying  out  im- 
1°  provements  under  this  title  by  the  Department  of  the  Army, 

11  and  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  additional  is  authorized  to  he 

12  appropriated  and  expended  in  equal  amounts  by  the  Depart- 

13  ments  of  the  Army  and  Agriculture  for  carrying  out  any 

14  examination  or  survey  provided  for  in  this  title  and  any  other 
1^  Acts  of  Congress  to  he  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 

1®  Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 
1^  authorized  to  he  appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be 
1®  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

19  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  repair, 

20  restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood- 

21  control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

22  recent  floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

23  later  floods,  including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modi- 
21  fication  of  such  works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discre- 
25  tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning 
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of  the  works  for  flood  control:  Provided,  That  local  interests 
shall  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands, 

easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  work  and 

* 

shall  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion 
in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers: 
Provided  further,  That  pending  the  appropriation  of 
said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from  exist¬ 
ing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  he  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized 
by  this  section,  such  appropriations  to  be  reimbursed  from 
said  emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And  provided 
further,  That  funds  allotted  under  this  authority  shall  not 
be  diverted  from  the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  “Flood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  De¬ 
partment  Civil  Functions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific 
purposes. 

Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Flood  Control 
Act  of  1948”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  June  3,  1948. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 


'  :  I 

5 

■ 


G 

Q- 


- 


^  - 


w 

ft) 

»d 

o 


W 

<T> 

fa 

CP 


ft> 

pj 


(t>  M 

a  a 


<j  o 
2.  a 
a  p 
<n  1-1 

f/2  £0 

fS  B 

~  s 

p  CL 

B  B 

fD  <-D 
P  P 
Cl  n- 

B  M 

fD  p 

5-  g 

to  CP 


C-l 

d 

g 

H 


<T> 

ag 


a> 

Cj 

p 

c-l 

cj 

2 

H 


t-l 

d 

§ 

H 

CO 


W 

fD 

*b 

o 

*i 

ft 

CD 

CP 


3  £  § 


5  3 

CP 
P  P 

B  ^ 

(D 


Cl 

a 

B 

® 

P 


p 

p 

a 


2* 

c r  a> 

“  -t 

o 


CH 

d 

w 


3 

2  ^ 
R-  ° 

to 


c-i 

d 

H 


►i  <J 
<D  fD 
^  <P 
P 


c-l 

s  § 

<D  H 
M 

n  'r' 

o 


H-* 

CO 

B 

H-* 

CO 

co 

fcft 

B 

M- 

GO 

00 

GO 

r+ 

CP 

(t) 

I -i 

cd 

CP 


o 

d 


P  p  fD 

P  3  2 


O 


$  ^ 

a  s- 

to 


CD 

Ip 


►a 

|-s 

►3 

o 

co 

fD 

CO 


o 

l-J 

CJ 

p> 

3. 

crc 

p 

r+- 

o’ 

& 

tt> 

O 

o 

&. 

o 

o 

IP 

e+ 

I-S 

o 


p> 

ST.  S' 

§  5' 

3  (W 

O 

H,  fy* 

O  ® 
fD  o 
2.  ° 
P  33 
£,.  co 

3  q- 

d  « 

C  £- 

s  o' 

S’d 

3  3 

o 

I-S  P 

ft  a- 

CO  S1 

O  P 

3  g. 

2  3 

3  “ 


> 

2 

> 

O 

H 


to  s 

CO 

o» 


-3- 


DISASTER  RELIEF.  H.  R.  6891,  lay -Rep.  Goff,  Idaho,  to  authorize  FWA  to  coordinat 
emergency  activities  of  Federal  agencies  in  disaster  areas  and  to  provide 
^emergency  aid,  including  aid  for  repair,  restoration,  etc.,  of  public  facilities 
such  areas;  to  Public  Works  Committee  (p.  8100). 

20.  ROM^CONTROL;  FOOD  CONSERVATION.  H„  J.  Res.  424,  by  Rep.  Burke,  Ohipf  to  pro¬ 
mote  fanning,  development,  maintenance,  and  coordination  of  rodent. /control; 
to  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries  Committee  (p.  8100). 

21.  FORESTRY.  Hi\R0  6893*  by  Rep.  Riley,  S.  C. ,  to  amend  Sec.  4  o£  the  Clarke- 
McNary  Act  of*  1924;  to  Agriculture  Connittee(,p«,  8100). 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX  -  June  11 


/ 


22.  FARM  PROGRAM.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Murray,  ps,,  criticizing  various 

phases  of  the  present  Wrm  program  and  including  araAE  statement  on  the  values 
of  several  farm  crops  iirsj.947  (pp.  A3927-S)  •  / 

23.  SOIL  CONSERVATION.  Rep.  Triple,  Ark,,  inser>4d  statements  by  farmers  recommend¬ 

ing  enactment  of  soil-conservation  legislation  (pp.  A3939-30). 

JT 

24.  TARIFF8  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rfcp0  Murray,  Wise,  "Does  a  duty  of  1  cent  per 

pound  on  hogs,  3  cents  per  pound  orfr/L-ard,  and  25  cents  per  bushel  on  corn  make 
economic  sense  to  you?"  (p,  A3932)/  \ 

_  \ 

25.  FORESTS.  Rep.  Trimble,  Arlc.,  inserted  anVrticle  by  C.  F.  Byrns  favoring  addi¬ 
tional  funds  for  timber- sale  s/work  of  the  Jforest  Service  (p.  A3934) . 


''V 


26.  ELECTRIFICATION;  FLOOD 
man’s  June  10  speech 


CONJEOL.  Rep.  Blatnik,  Xinn. „  inserted  President  Tru- 
subjects  (pp.  A3 934-6) . 


;hese 


27.  ACP  PAYMENT'S .  Rep.  Triable,  Ark.,  inserted  a  farmer’s  statement  favoring  addi¬ 
tional  appropriations  for  this  program  (p.  A3937) 


X 


) 


28.  PRICE  SUPPORTS-/ Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Murray,  Wis\  "Why  does  not  the 

Department  or  Agriculture  follow  the  -provisions  of  -the  Steagall  amendment? 

(pp.  A393 ipr9)e 

29.  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  Sen.  Myers,  Pa.,  inserted  a  Pittsburgh  Post-Gazette  editorial. 
"Reciprocal  Trade  Sabotage"  (p.  A3942). 


30.  EASING,  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Shafer,  Mich.,  criticizing  S0  Si  ,  the 
D-E-W  housing  bill  (pp.  A3943-4). 


WATER  POLLUTION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep,  Lane,  Mass.,  favoring  water- 
pollution  control  (pp.  A3959-'6o). 
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HOUSE  -  June  12 


.  '  i 

X2-  PRICE  SUPPORTS,.-  Passed,  with  amendments  H,  R.  6243,  to  j/rovide  for  j)rice  suppo] 

\  Jun®  30,  1950  (pp.  2164-95) ,  In  addition  to  the  committee  amendments,  ^ 

kagreed  to  an  amendment  by  Hep.  Hope  providing  that  hogs,  chickens,  and  eggaj 

well  ng-  -milk  and  its  products,  sha.ll  "be  supported  at  9 0$  of  parity,  ar that 
potatoes  harvested  in  1942  shall  he  supported  at  SOfo  of  parity,  net  withstanding 
thaVthey  nay  not  he  marketed  until  after  Jan.  1,  1949  (pp.  S165-75). 

Rejected  the  following  amendments:  By  Hep.  Dirk sen,  to  strikeyPut  the 
provisions  for  peanut  supports,  hy  a  43-140  vote  (pp.  8176*87).  .  M?.op .  Hand, 
H.  J,,  t^  nrovide  supports  for  vegetables  and  fruits  (pp.  8188-9 On*  By  Rep. 
Gearhart,  “Calif,,  to  provide  supports  for  citrus  and  dried  fruits  and  raisins, 
hy  a  53-66  vote  (pp,  8191-3).  ;  yr 

An  amendment  hy  Rep.  Sa.sscer,  Md. ,  to  change  the  parit^period  for  Md, 
tobacco ,  was  rdled  out  of  order  (p.  SI93). 

Rejected,  3jM-63,  a  notion  hy  Hep.  Dirksen  to  reco.ySt  the  hill  (p.8195) 


33.  ARMY  CIVIL  FUNCTIONS  APPRO  PHI  ATI  OH  BILL.  Agreed  to  tbe  conference  report  on 

this  hill,  H.  H.  5524\pp.  8196-204). 

34.  D.  C.  APPHOPHIATIOH  BILL.  Agreed  to  the  conferea^e  rexiort  on  this  hill,  H.  R. 

6430  (pp.  8204-5).  •.  A 

\ 

35.  DISPLACED  PEHSOHS.  House  conferees  were  ayCinted  on  S.  2242,  the  displaced- 

persons  hill  (p.  8207).  Senate \onf ereeyvere  appointed  (pp.  2126-8). 

a  \  /  ... 

36.  TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  Received- from  the  .Tariff  Commission  parts.  IV  and  V  of  its 
report  on  the  trade-agreements  progjRm  (p.  8210). 

. 

37.  CIVIL-SERVICE  RETIREMENT.  The  PyCOffic’q  and  Civil  Service  Committee  reported 
with  amendment  H.  R.  5715 >  to  aEtend  the  Benefits  of  section  1  (c)  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  Jco  employees  who  were-  involuntarily  separated 
during  the  period  from  Juls^£,  1945,  to  July  1,  1947,  after  .having  served  25 
years  hut  before  reachinfVtge  55  (H.  Rept.  232S)(p.  8210). 


38.  EEDERAL  PAY  RAISE.  Ren^f  Eild  ay,-  Tex.,  v  spoke  in  favoj*  of  this  (p.  8163). 


I 


39.  SCHOOL  LUHCH  PROGRAl^C  The  Education  and  Labor  Committee  erdered  reported,  hut 
did  not  actuallv^eport ,  H.  R.I760,  which  would  put- Alaska  and  Hawaii  on  the 
same  basis  as  tjre  States  in  apportionment  of  school-lunch  funds  (p.  D643). 


40.  ANIMAL  IMPORTc,  The  interstate  and  Eoreign  Commerce  Committee-  ordered  reported, 
hut  did  nnff  actually  report,  S.  1447,  requiring  humane  treatment  of  imported 
wild  anijfals  and  birds  (p.  D643) . 


4l.  ABTOUI^ED  untii  Mon. ,  June  l4  (p.  8210). 


SENATE  —  June  12 


42^/PAri:  LABOR.  Passed  as  reported  S.  2767*  to  provide  for  a  revolving  fund  oi 
$2,500,000  for  assistance  by  the  Labor  Department  in  the  recruitment  from  tl 
Western  Hemisphere  and  Puerto  Rico  of  workers  for  temporary  agricultural  em- 
/  .  ployment  in  the  U.S.  (p.  8ll4). 


43.  FLOOD. CONTROL .  Passed. with  amendments  H.R.  64l9,  authorizing  the  construction, 
repair,  and  preservation  of  certain  public  v/orks  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  nav¬ 
igation  and  flood  control  (pp.  8115— 9)»  The  hill  was  ordered  printed  v/ith  the 
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Senate  amendments  numbered  (p.  8119) • 


-  '•  M-  * 

ILL,  1949»  The  Appropriations  Committee  re¬ 
ported  with  amendments  this  hill,  H.R.  6705  (S.Rept.  1609)  (p.  3101  )• 

/ 

U5.  G^teRM-IEKT  CORPORATIONS  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949.’  The  Appropriations  Committee 
reverted  with  amendment s  this  hill,  H.R.  6431  (S.Rept.  l6l6)  (p.  3102)*.- 


46.  TRANSI%RTATION.  Received  the  President’s  veto  message  on  S.  110,  to  a/end  the 

Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to  authorize  certain  rate  agreements  between  car- 


riers  (p\8l2S). 


' 


47.  FOOT— AKD-MOh^  DISEASE.  Agreed,  with  amendments,  to  S.Res.  223/  to  authorize 

the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  to  make  a  full  and  complete  investigation 
of.  all  pro  hi  cm  lii  related  to  foot-and-mouth  disease  and  its  i/cidcnce  in  neighbor¬ 
ing  countries,  a^d  authorizes  the  expenditure  of  $6,000  f/r  such  investigation 
.  (p.  3131). 

43.  SUPPLEMENTAL  TREASURIES'?  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  Passed  as  reported 


this  hill,  H.R.  675s 


3123-9);  which  ha.d  been  pjfpviously  reported  (S.Rept. 


l6o3)  (p.  3123) .  Senatc^co  nf  erecs  were  appo inted  j/p.  3129)* 

49.  ECONOMIC  REPORT.  Passed  witk  amendment  S.J.Res/  226,  authorizing  the  Joint  Econ¬ 
omic  Report  Committee  to  issue  a  monthly  pub  Location  entitled,  "Economic  Indica¬ 
tors,"  for  limited  distrihuti^i  (pp.  3131*  j/i52). 

30.  TIN.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  1^3  30,  tip  extend  for  5  years  the  authority  to 

provide  for  the  maintenance  of  a  d^bcsttic  tin-smelting  industry  (pp.Cl06, 3126) . 

51.  FOREICN  TRADE.  Agreed  to  vote  on  H./. to  extend  the  Trade  Agreements  Act, 

at  5l00  p.n. ,  Mon«,  June  l4  (pp.  8C24— pf 

52.  INDIAN  RELIEF.  The  Interior  ardf  Insular  Afl^irs  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments  S.  2636,  to  establish  c/Navajo-Kopi  Iii\ian  Administration,  to  provide  for 
the  rehabilitation  of  the  Navajo  and.Hopi  Indian  Tribes  ( S.Rept ,l6l0)  (p.SlOl). 

53.  MINERALS.  Passed  withoutJPmendnent  H.R.  2367,  to^bermit,  subject  to  certain 
conditions,  mining  locaf&ons  under  U.S.  mining  lavm* within  that  portion  of  the 
Harney  National  Foresjr  designated  as  a  game  sanctuarfc  (p.  8123)  •  This  bill  will 


now  be  sent  to  the  Bresident. 


\ 


\ 


54.  PURCHASING-.  Passj/f  without  amendment  H.R.  4659*  to  ratif^band  confirm  amend¬ 
ments  to  certayff  contracts  for  the  furnishing  of  pet roleumdpro ducts  to  the  U.S. 
(p.  8lll).  /  \ 

\ 

55«  BUILDINGS.  /Passed  as  reported  S.  19 55 »  to  provide  for  the  acquisition  of  sites 
and  the  preparation  of  plans  for  Federal  public  buildings  outsida  D.C,  by  the 
Fedoral/Works  Administrator  (pp.  8122— 3) • 

„  -  ’  .  \ 

56.  HE  ALT/.  Agreed  to  S.Res.  249,  to  provide  for  $10,000  for  the  Labor  ana.  Public 

Uejfare  Committee  to  continue  its  study  of  the  health  problems  of  the  Nation 

f.  8131). 

57^A1TDS.  Agreed  to  S.Res.  244,  increasing  by  $25,000  the  funds  for  investigations 
by  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  into  matters  under  its  jurisdi< 
tion  (p.  8130). 


-  6  - 


59*  RECESSED  until  Mon.,  Juno  l4  (p.  Sl6o) 

/Ik. 


For  supplemental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to 

Ext.  4654  or  send  to  Room  113  Adn. 


5#.  STRATEGIC  MATERIALS.  SGn.  Malone,  Nev.,  spoke  in  favor  of  incentive  payments  for., 
the  mining  of  certain  minerals  to  he  stockpiled  (pp.  S154-7)* 


ITEMS  III  APPENDIX  / 

60.  PRICE  SUPPOSE.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Reps.  D'Ewart  (Mont.)  a^' Jensen  (Iowa) 
favoring  the%jctension  of  the  agricultural  price-support  progi^i  (pp.  A39Q5, 

■  a4ooi).  \ 

Speech  in  th&, House  by  Rem.  Saba’th,  Ill.,  opposing  continuation  of  Agricul¬ 
tural  price  sumuort&pand  discussing  with  other  members  the  need  for  such,  sum- 
ports  (pm.  A4005-S) . 


61.  FOREIGN  TRADE.  Sen.  Barklej^Ky. ,  inserted  an  editorial,  "It  Is  TJm  to  the  Senate 
to  Enact  a  Sound  Trade  Bill"\pp.  A39S4p5)* 

62.  HEALTH.  Sen.  Murray,  Mont.,  inserli%L  Gov. ^rren1  s  (Calif.)  article,  "My  Plan 

for  Health  Insurance"  (pp.  A3997“9. 

63.  FOREIGN  AID.  Extension  of  remarks Se\  Hof fman,  Mich,,  urging  consideration 

of  needs  in  the  U.S.  in  connection  with  E^L  (p.  A4010). 

64.  HOUSING.  Various  insertion^&n  the  housing  bil*^  (pp.  A39S5.  A39G6,  A3926-7, 

A39SS-90). 

y 

COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  JUJ^UNCEMENTS  for  June  l4l  S.  Public  Works,  ’'"’disaster  relief  (Will 
to  testify);  S.  Ljiroor  and  Public  Welfare,  secondary  market  for  veterans'  home  loans; 
S.  Appropriations,  indomondent  offices  supplemental,  Navy  Department  (ex. ) ,  and  Mil¬ 
itary  Establishments  (ex.)  appropriations;  H.  Expenditures  in  the  ExcShitivc  Depart¬ 
ments,  Reclamation  Bureau  propaganda  activities;  II.  Rules,  draft  bill# 


-  0O0  - 


1948 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


8115 


lended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a 
paragraph  to  read  as  follows: 

stwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended  (5 
U.  S.  (S, 661  and  the  following),  or  any  other 
provisiorWof  law,  the  Administrator  of  Vet¬ 
erans’  AffSu-s  is  authorized  to  prescribe  the 
rates  of  pa\  for  the  following  positions  at 
Veterans’  AdflWnistration  installations  in  the 
field:  (1)  Hospital  attendant,  (2)  dental  me¬ 
chanic,  (3)  ortitopedic  mechanic,  and  (4) 
positions  classified  in  the  crafts,  protective, 
and  custodial  servid  pursuant  to  the  Classi¬ 
fication  Act  of  1923^tes  amended:  Provided, 
That  in  no  case  shall  rfee  range  of  rates  pre¬ 
scribed  for  the  positioiVbe  lower  than  the 
range  of  rates  prescribed\pr  the  same  posi¬ 
tion  by  the  ClassificationV^ct  of  1923,  as 
amended.” 

The  amendment  was  agre^W  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  b^engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  tm^d  time, 
and  passed. 

BILL  PASSED  OVER 

The  bill  (S.  1333)  to  amend  the  Cc 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amende? 
and  for  other  purposes,  was  announced’' 
as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  may 
we  have  an  explanation? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  White]  is  not 
in  the  Senate  Chamber  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  My  attention  was  di¬ 
rected  elsewhere.  What  is  the  calendar 
number? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Cal¬ 
endar  No.  1634. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  been  asked  to 
have  this  bill  go  over  on  behalf  of  several 
Senators. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  will  be  passed  over. 

RESEARCH  IN  DENTAL  DISEASES  AND 
CONDITIONS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6726)  to  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  provide  for,  foster, 
and  aid  in  coordinating  research  relating 
to  dental  diseases  and  conditions,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  a-bill  sim¬ 
ilar  to  the  pending  bill,  S.  176,  was  favor¬ 
ably  reported  by  the  Senate  Committee 
on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  and  passe#-' 
by  the  Senate  during  the  first  session  of 
the  Eightieth  Congress. 

The  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  rather  than  send  the  bill  to 
conference,  desires  to  make/ certain 
amendments  to  the  House  bill'' which  is 
now  on  the  calendar.  I,  therefore,  ask 
for  the  consideration  of  a  number  of 
amendments,  nearly  all  of  which  are 
technical  in  nature.  These  amendments 
are  necessary  in  view/of  the  fact  that 
many  of  the  section  numbers,  subtitles, 
and  so  forth,  are  identical  with  similar 
section  numbers  £tnd  subtitles  contained 
in  the  heart  research  bill,  S.  2215,  which 
was  approved/by  this  body  a  few  days 
ago  and  w^ich  has  been  sent  to  the 
President  fo’r  his  approval. 

Mr.  TJ&T.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senatowfrom  New  Jersey  yield? 

MryKMITH.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
fromrOhio. 

Ir.  TAFT.  I  understand  that  the 
amendments  make  the  bill  substantially 
•the  same  as  the  bill  passed  by  the  Senate. 


Mr.  SMITH.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
I  call  attention  to  one  amendment  which 
is  necessary  in  order  to  make  available 
to  the  Public  Health  Service  the  funds 
necessary  for  the  construction  of  suitable 
and  adequate  buildings  for  the  Dental 
Research  Institute.  The  House  left  that 
out  for  special  reasons,  since  it  was  nec¬ 
essary  to  have  a  special  rule  if  provision 
for  an  appropriation  were  to  be  inserted. 
The  amendment  will  make  the  bill  iden¬ 
tical  with  the  bill  heretofore  passed  by 
the  Senate.  -  ,  ’ 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  offers  several 
amendments,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  amendments  were  stated  by  the 
Chief  Clerk,  as  follows: 

On  page  2,  line  12,  after  the  word  “cancer” 
insert  “heart.” 

On  page  2,  line  14,  beginning  with  “in¬ 
sert — ”,  strike  out  dpwn  through  and  includ¬ 
ing  the  word  “by”,  in  line  17. 

On  page  2,  line  17,  strike  out  "406”  and 
insert  “415.” 

On  page  2,  line  19,  strike  out  “Part  B”  and 
insert  “Part  C.” 

On  page  2,  line  21,  strike  out  "411”  and 
jsert  “421.” 

?n  page  2,  line  25,  strike  out  “412”  and 
insert  “422.” 

On^page  4,  line  9,  strike  out  “413/'  and 
insert  >(423. ” 

On  page  4,  line  10,  strike  out  “£12”  and 
insert  “4.  " 

On  page>4,  line  14,  strike  out  “414”  and 
insert  “424.,?1 

On  page  4,  like  17,  strike  out ’“of  the  Public: 
Health  Service  3^t.” 

On  page  5,  lir^_  2,  strike  out  “414”  and' 
insert  “424.” 

One  page  5,  line 
Insert  “422.” 

On  page  6,  line  lO.itr 
insert  “501  for  carrying 
this  part.”  / 

On  page  6,  ljlie 
insert  “425.”  / 

On  page  7,  line  5,  strike  o 
insert  “426,” 

On  page  7,  line  12,  strike  out 
insert  “(g) .” 

On  pfege  8,  line  24,  after  the  comma' insert: 
“the  .National  Advisory  Heart  Council, 

On  page  9,  after  the  comma  at  the  end  of 
line  4,  insert  “Heart.”  \ 

On  page  9,  after  the  comma  at  the  end  of 
■  line  10,  insert  “members  of  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Heart  Council,”. 

On  page  10,  line  3,  after  “Council”,  insert 
“or,  with  respect  to  heart  diseases,  recom 
mended  by  the  National  Advisory  Heart 
Council,”. 

On  page  10,  line  12,  qfter  “Council”,  inser 
“or,  with  respect  to  heart  diseases,  upon 
recommendation  of  the  National  Advisory 
Heart  Council,”. 

On  page  10,  between  lines  16  and  17,  insert 
a  new  section  as  follows: 

“research  facilities 

“Sec.  5.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  a  sum  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000 
for  the  erection  and  equipment  of  suitable 
and  adequate  buildings  and  facilities  for  ther 
use  of  the  National  Institute  of  Dental  Re 
search  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  thi: 
act.  The  Federal  Works  Administrator  i 
authorized  to  acquire,  by  purchase,  condem 
nation,  donation,  or  otherwise,  a  suitabli 
and  adequate  site  or  sites,  selected  on  the. 
advice  of  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  Public: 
Health  Service,  in  or  near  the  District  of 
Columbia  for  such  buildings  and  facilities, 
and  to  erect  thereon,  furnish,  and  equip  such 
buildings  and  facilities.  The  amount  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  appropriated  in  this  section 
shall  include  the  cost  of  preparation  of  draw¬ 


ings  and  specifications,  supervision  of  con¬ 
struction,  and  other  administrative  expenses 
Incident  to  the  work:  Provided,  That 'the 
Federal  Works  Agency  shall  prepare  the 
plans  and  specifications,  make  all  ne’cessary 
contracts,  and  supervise  construction.” 

On  page  10,  line  18,  strike  out  “5”  and 
insert  “6.” 

On  page  10,  line  20,  strike  out  “(1)”  and 
insert  “(m).” 

On  page  10,  line  21,  strike  out  “(m)”  and 
insert  “(n).” 

On  page  10,  line  22,  strike  out  “(m)”  and 
insert  “(n) .” 

On  page  10,  line  24,  strike  out  "(n)”  and 
insert  “(o).” 

On  page  11,  strike  out  lines  3  to  7,  inclu¬ 
sive.  / 

On  page  11,  line  8,  strike  out  “(d)”  and 
insert  “(b).”  / 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  amendments  will  be 
acted  oh  en  bloc.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendments  en  bloc. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
eftgrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
/time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 

nasspri  - - - - 


and 

£  out  “413  (b)  "  and 
t  the  purposes  of 


23,  strik  kout  “415”  and 


and 


f)”  and 


PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  cer¬ 
tain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors 
for  navigation,  flood  control,  and  for 
other  purposes;  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Public  Works 
with  amendments. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  if  he  would  be  willing  to  insert  an 
amendment  which  is  approved  by  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  approved  by  the 
Army,  and  is  considered  by  the  Governor 
of  Massachusetts  and  the  Boston  Port 
Authority  essential  to  the  city  of  Boston. 
It  relates  to  deepening  the  channel  which 
oil  tankers  use.  Because  of  the  increased 
draft  of  oil  tankers,  tlfey  cannot  get  up 
the  channel  now  except  at  very  full  tide, 
and  on  that  channel  is  the  public  utility 
which  furnishes  all  the  electric  light  for 
Boston,  and  other  facilities.  I  under¬ 
stand  there  are  other  amendments  which 
the  Senate  must  consider,  but  I  should 
like  to  know  if  the  Senator  will  accept 
the  one  I  have  indicated,  which  has  the 
approval  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  and 
of  the  Army. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
say  at  the  outset  that  I  am  representing 
the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Revercomb]  who  is  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works.  I  am  merely 
chairman  on  the  Subcommittee  on  Flood 
Control,  Rivers  and  Harbors,  Dams  and 
Electric  Power,  which  has  already  re¬ 
ported  to  the  main  committee,  and  our 
report  has  been  received  by  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  and  approved. 

I  may  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  that  this  bill  is  not 
considered  as  an  omnibus  bill,  but  it  is 
intended  that  next  year  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works  will  study  seriously  the 
projects  presented,  beginning  early  in  the 
session,  and  submit  to  this  body  a  real 
omnibus  bill.  The  pending  bill  merely 
covers  emergencies,  that  is,  cases  where 
life  and  property  are  endangered,  and 
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which  call  for  a  relatively  small  authori¬ 
zation,  covering  a  specific  unit  which 
could  be  constructed  by  itself,  becoming 
a  part  of  the  main  unit  if  the  whole  proj¬ 
ect  were  later  authorized,  or  which  would 
be  helpful  and  serve  its  purpose  by  itself 
if  the  whole  project  were  never  author¬ 
ized. 

I  personally  do  not  object  to  any  proj¬ 
ect  any  Senator  may  suggest.  The  only 
point  I  would  make  is  that  this  is  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  bill,  the  House  has  held  it 
to  small  proportions  purposely,  and  I  am 
informed  there  will  be  some  difficulty  in 
conference  if  we  go  outside  the  policy 
which  has  been  followed. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
do  I  understand  from  the  Senator  that 
there  will  be  a  comprehensive  bill  next 
year,  when  there  will  be  opportunity  to 
include  all  reasonable  authorizations  for 
improvements  of  the  character  I  have 
discussed? 

Mr.  MALONE.  While  I  am  only  one 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  the  ques¬ 
tion  has  been  discussed,  and  what  the 
Senator  has  said  has  been  the  general 
conclusion,  that  such  a  bill  will  be  taken 
up,  and  then  all  meritorious  projects  can 
be  considered. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  bill  now  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  is  an  emergency  one, 
to  cover  cases  where  health  or  property 
conditions  are  involved? 

Mr.  MALONE.  That  was  what  was 
intended. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Under  those  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  shall  not  offer  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MOORE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  offer  an  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  first  comes  on  the  amendments 
of  the  committee,  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Clerk  will  state  the  amendments 
of  the  committee. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Public  Works  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  If- Rivers  and  Harbors,” 
at  the  top  of  page  4,  to  insert: 

Winyah  Bay,  S.  C.;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  on  file  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  4,  to  insert: 

Gulfport  Harbor,  Miss.;  in  accordance  with 
the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated 
April  20,  1948. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  6,  to  insert: 

Harrison  County,  Miss.,  shore  protection; 
in  accordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  dated  March  8,  1948. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
after  line  19,  to  insert: 

Mississippi  River  at  Port  Madison,  Iowa; 
House  Document  No.  661,  Eightieth  Congress. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  5,  to  insert: 

Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wis.;  House  Document 
No.  668,  Eightieth  Congress; 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  5, 
after  line  4,  to  insert: 

Oswego  Harbor,  N.  Y.;  in  accordance  with 
the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated 
May  10,  1948. 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  6, 
after  line  18,  to  insert: 

Sec.  104.  In  the  prosecution  of  the  work 
for  the  improvement  of  Bayou  Carlin,  La.,  in 
accordance  wtih  project  adopted  by  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2,  1945,  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  is  hereby  authorized  to  protect 
the  piers  of  the  railway  bridge  crossing  Bayou 
Carlin  at  Delcambre,  La. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  6, 
after  line  24,  to  insert: 

Sec.  105.  That  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
relating  to  the  improvement  of  rivers  and 
harbors  passed  since  June  25,  1938,  shall  be 
compiled,  under  the  direction  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
and  printed  for  use  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7, 
after  line  4,  to  insert: 

Sec.  106.  That  not  to  exceed  $5,000  annually 
of  the  funds  appropriated  for  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors  shall  be  available  for  the  support  and 
maintenance  of  the  Permanent  International 
Commission  of  the  Congresses  of  Navigation 
and  for  the  payment  in  amounts  approved 
by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  expenses 
of  the  properly  accredited  delegates  of  the 
United  States  to  the  meetings  of  the  con¬ 
gresses  and  of  the  Commission. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7, 
after  line  12,  to  insert: 

Sec.  107.  The  dam  site  known  as  Foster 
Creek  Dam  on  the  Columbia  River  authorized 
in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  July  24,  1946, 
shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief  Joseph 
Dam,  and  any  law,  regulation,  document,  or 
record  of  the  United  States  in  which  such 
dam  is  designated  or  referred  to  under  the 
name  of  Foster  Creek  Dam  shall  be  held  to 
refer  to  such  dam  under  and  by  the  name 
Chief  Joseph  Dam. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  7, 
line  21,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  “104”  to  “108.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  9, 
line  5,  to  change  the  section  number 
from  “105”  to  “109.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Title  II— Flood  Control,”  on 
page  11,  after  line  12,  to  insert: 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the  Lack- 
awaxen  River,  Pa.,  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  No.  113,  Eightieth  Congress, 
first  session,  and  there  is  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  the  sum  of  $6,150,000  for  partial 
accomplishment  of  that.  plan. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  11, 
after  line  19,  to  insert: 

SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  local  flood  protection  at 
Wilkes-Barre  and  Hanover  Township,  Pa., 
authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 
June  22,  1936,  in  accordance  with  House  Doc¬ 
ument  No.  308,  Sixty-ninth  Congress,  first 
session,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for 
raising  a  portion  of  the  river  front  section 
of  the  protective  levee  to  provide  a  uniform 
degree  of  protection  throughout  its  length 
at  an  estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  of 
$250,000  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
local  cooperation  prescribed  for  that  project 
in  the  act  approved  June  22,  1936. 


The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12, 
after  line  5,  to  insert: 

JAMES  RIVER  BASIN 

That  preparation  of  plans  or  construction 
shall  not  be  undertaken  on  the  Gathright 
Reservoir  and  the  Falling  Springs  reregu¬ 
lating  dam  on  Jackson  River,  Va.,  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved 
July  24,  1946,  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  .  in 
House  Document  No.  207,  Eightieth  Congress, 
first  session,  until  completion  of  review  of 
the  project  to  determine  the  desirability  of 
its  construction  at  the  present  time,  and  a 
finding  of  the  proper  local  contribution  on 
the  basis  of  benefits  to  be  derived  for  water 
supply,  pollution  abatement,  and  other  con¬ 
servation  purposes. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  12, 
after  line  17,  to  insert: 

CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

The  project  for  Caloosahatchee  River  and 
Lake  Okeechobee  drainage  areas,  Florida, 
authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of 
July  3,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby  modified 
and  expanded  to  include  the  first  phase  of 
the  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and 
other  purposes  in  central  and  southern  Flor¬ 
ida  as  recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  his  report  dated  February  19,  1948, 
subject  to  the  conditions  of  local  coopera¬ 
tion  prescribed  therein,  and  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$16,300,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of 
said  plan. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13, 
line  17,  after  the  word  “exceed”,  to  strike 
out  “$200,000”  and  insert  “$300,000.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  propound  a  question  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada.  Has  the  increase  pro-' 
posed  in  the  committee  amendment  been 
approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget? 

Mr.  MALONE.  Yes.  Each  one  of  the 
projects  reported  by  the  committee  has 
been  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  but  in  this  particular  case  the 
increase  over  the  House  bill  is  due  to  a 
necessary  raise  in  the  structures  over 
the  river  which  have  been  authorized. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  this  particular 
item  have  a  Budget  estimate?  I  am  not 
clear  concerning  the  item.  If  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  earmark  a  certain  amount  of 
money  for  a  specific  project  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
has  authorized  it,  and  if  it  has  also  pro¬ 
vided  an  estimate. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  understand  that  the 
amount  of  $200,000,  which  was  allowed 
by  the  House,  was  approved  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget.  The  increase  of 
$100,000  to  a  total  of  $300,000,  has  not 
been  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  but  is  necessary  due  to  the 
change  in  the  plan  already  authorized. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  on  page  13,  line  17. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  state  the  next  committee 
amendment. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  13, 
after  line  17,  to  insert: 

The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to 
construct,  as  an  emergency  measure,  bank 
protection  and  control  works  at  Bradens 
Bend,  Okla.,  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,000,000  as  a  part  of 
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the  multiple-purpose  plan  for  the  Arkansas 
River  and  tributaries,  Arkansas  and  Okla¬ 
homa,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  approved  July  24,  1946,  and  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  appropriation  for  the  Arkansas 
River  Basin  is  hereby  increased  accordingly. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  14, 
after  line  19,  to  insert: 

RED  RIVER  OF  THE  NORTH 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control 
and  other  purposes  in  the  Red  River  of  the 
North  drainage  basin,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Minnesota  as-  set  forth  in  the 
report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May 
24,  1948,  is  approved  and  there  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  the  sum  of  $2,000,000  for  the  partial 
accomplishment  of  that  plan. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15, 
after  line  14,  to  insert: 

MISSOURI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  bank  protection  on  the 
Missouri  River  from  Kenslers  Bend,  Nebr.,  to 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  authorized  by  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  August  18,  1941,  is  hereby  modified 
and  extended  upstream  to  include  Miners 
Bend  and  vicinity,  South  Dakota  and  Ne¬ 
braska,  in  accordance  with  plans  on  file  in 
the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $3,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  15, 
after  line  22,  to  insert: 

The  projects  for  flood  control  and  other 
purposes  in  the  South  Platte  River  Basin, 
Colo.,  Wyo.,  and  Nebr.  as  set  forth  in  House 
Document  No.  669,  Eightieth  Congress,  sec¬ 
ond  session,  are  approved  and  there  is  hereby 
authorized  the  sum  of  $3,000,000  for  partial 
accomplishment  of  these  projects. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  17, 
after  line  16,  to  insert: 

WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  general  comprehensive  plan  for  flood 
control,  navigation,  and  other  purposes  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  28 
1938,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  hydroelectric  power  generating 
facilities,  including  the  construction  of  a  re¬ 
regulating  dam,  at  Detroit  Reservoir  on  the 
North  Santiam  River,  in  accordance  with 
plans  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
subhead  “Lower  Mississippi  River,”  on 
page  18,  line  5,  after  the  word  “follow¬ 
ing”,  to  strike  out  “item  and  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  said  project  is  increased 
accordingly”  and  insert  “items.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  18, 
at  the  beginning  of  line  7,  to  insert  “(a)  ”, 
and  in  line  12,  after  the  word  “Congress”, 
to  insert  “and  the  authorization  for  the 
Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  in¬ 
creased  accordingly.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page 
18,  after  line  14,  to  insert: 

(b)  The  Devils  Swamp  project  at  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,000,000, 
authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  ap¬ 
proved  July  24,  1946. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  18, 
after  line  17,  to  insert: 

(c)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the 
L’Anguille  River,  Ark.,  at  an  estimated  cost 


of  $5,100,000  is  hereby  approved  substan¬ 
tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report 
dated  August  22,  1947,  and  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  River  project 
is  increased  by  $2,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  at  the  top 
of  page  19,  to  insert: 

RIO  GRANDE  BASIN 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Rio  Grande 
Basin  as  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  dated  April  5,  1948,  and  in  the 
report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  dated 
November  21,  1947,  all  in  substantial  accord 
with  the  agreement  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  and  the  Acting  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  on  November  21,  1947,  is  here¬ 
by  approved  except  insofar  as  the  recom¬ 
mendations  in  those  reports  are  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  act  and  subject 
to  the  authorizations  and  limita'tions  set 
forth  here.  , 

The  approval  granted  above  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject,  to  the  following  conditions  and  limi¬ 
tations  : 

(a)  Construction  of  the  spillway  gate 
structure  at  Chamita  Dam  shall  be  deferred 
so  long  as  New  Mexico  shall  have  accrued 
debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact 
and  until  New  Mexico  shall  consistently 
accrue  credits  pursuant  to  the  Rio  Grande 
Compact; 

(b)  Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Rio 
Grande  shall  be  excluded  from  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  project  authorized  herein  without 
prejudice  to  subsequent  consideration  of 
Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  by  the  Congress; 

(c)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  con¬ 
junction  with  other  interested  Federal  agen¬ 
cies,  is  directed  to  make  studies  to  deter¬ 
mine  feasible  ways  and  means  of  reducing 
nonbeneficial  consumption  of  water  by  native 
vegetation  in  the  flood  plain  of  the  Rio 
Grande  and  its  principal  tributaries  above 
Caballo  Reservoir;  and 

(d)  At  all  times  when  New  Mexico  shall 
have  accrued  debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio 
Grande  compact  all  reservoirs  constructed 
as  a  part  of  tlie  project  shall  be  operated 
solely  for  flood  control  except  as  otherwise 
required  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact,  and 
at  all  times  all  project  works  shall  be  oper¬ 
ated  in  conformity  with  the  Rio  Grande  com¬ 
pact  as  it  is  administered  by  the  Rio  Grande 
Compact  Commission. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  be  governed 
by  and  have  the  powers  conferred  upon  him 
by  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (act  of  June 
17,  1952,  32  Stat.  388),  and  acts  amendatory 
thereof  or  supplementary  thereto,  except  as 
is  otherwise  provided  in  this  act  or  in  the 
reports  referred  to  above.  This  act  shall  be 
deemed  a  supplement  to  said  Federal  recla¬ 
mation  laws. 

Approval  is  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  subject  to  the  limitations  of  the 
authorizations  approved  from  time  to  time 
for  the  prosecution  of  this  plan  to  acquire  in 
the  name  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or 
otherwise,  any  or  all  of  the  bonds  and  other 
evidences  of  indebtedness  of  the  Middle  Rio 
Grande  Conservancy  District  outstanding 
when  such  authorizations  are  approved  at 
such  prices  and  on  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  he  shall  deem  necessary  or  proper  for  the 
protection  of  the  investment  i  of  the  United 
States  and  to  retire  those  obligations  on  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  likewise 
deem  proper  or  necessary. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  entering 
into  a  contract  or  contracts  for  the  repay¬ 
ment  of  the  reimbursable  construction  costs 
of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project,  now  esti¬ 
mated  at  approximately  $18,000,000,  shall 
vary  that  amount  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
estimates  of  those  costs  occurring  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  contract  or  contracts  and  in 


so  doing  may,  if  need  be,  extend  the  repay¬ 
ment  period  beyond  40  years  to  permit  pay¬ 
ment  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  present 
estimate. 

Subject  to  the  limitations  of  authoriza¬ 
tions  approved  from  time  to  time  for  prose¬ 
cution  of  this  plan,  approval  is  granted  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  acquire,  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or 
donation,  agricultural  lands  owned  by  the 
State  of  New  Mexico  within  the  Middle  Rio 
Grande  project  at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with 
titles  satisfactory  to  him  and  to  develop 
those  lands  substantially  in  the  manner  out¬ 
lined  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  referred  to  above.  Lands  so  acquired 
shall  be  resold  or  leased  by  the  Secretary  to 
actual  settlers  for  agricultural  purposes 
under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
him  which  rules  and  regulations  shall  set 
out  the  prices  and  terms  of  such  sales  and 
leases,  the  qualifications  required  of  pur¬ 
chasers,  and  lessees,  and  other  matters  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  disposition  and  use  of  these  lands, 
and  shall  provide  a  preferred  right  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  lease  any  tract  of  such  land  to  other¬ 
wise  qualified  persons  of  the  following  classes 
in  the  order  here  set  out,  purchasers  in  any 
class  being  preferred  to  lessees  in  that  or 
any  other  class : 

( 1 )  The  former  owner  or  owners  of  such 
tracts,  if  his  or  their  title  thereto  was  di¬ 
vested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State 
of  New  Mexico. 

(2)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of 
World  War  II  who  are  the  sons  or  daughters 
of  the  former  owner  or  owners  of  such 
tract,  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner  or 
owners  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale  of  taxes 
to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(3)  The  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former 
owner  or  owners  of  such  tract  other  than 
those  referred 'to  in  (2)  if  the  title  of  said 
former  owner  or  owners  was  divested  by  rea¬ 
son  of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New 
Mexico. 

(4)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of 
World  War  II  other  than  those  referred  to 
in  (2). 

(5)  Persons  other  than  those  referred  to 
in  the  clauses  above.  Any  deed  executed 
by  the  Secretary  in  favor  of  any  person  de¬ 
scribed  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall  provide  that 
any  person  described  under  (1),  (2),  or  (3) 
shall  have  the  right  to  purchase  any  land 
conveyed  by  such  deed,  within  a  period  of 
10  years  after  the  execution  thereof,  by  (a) 
paying  to  the  owner  the  amount  or  amounts 
actually  paid  by  him  as  consideration  for 
such  deed  and  for  the  actual  cost  of  im¬ 
provements  on  such  land  plus  interest  at  the 
rate  of  6  percent  per  annum  on  such  amount 
or  amounts,  and  (b)  assuming  any  obliga¬ 
tions  of  the  owner  to  the  Secretary  with 
respect  to  such  land.  Any  lease  executed  by 
the  Secretary  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  to  any  person  described  under  (4)  or 
(5)  shall,  by  its  terms,  expire  not  later  than 
5  years  after  the  date  of  its  execution.  The 
preferred  rights  provided  for  by  this  section 
to  purchase  or  lease  any  land  shall  continue 
to  be  applicable  until  such  land  is  finally 
disposed  of  by  the  Secretary;  but  the  right 
of  any  lessee  or  purchaser  to  enter  into  pos¬ 
session  shall  be  subject  to  any  rights  under 
any  prior  lease  executed  by  the  Secretary. 
Moneys  accruing  from  the  sale  or  lease  of 
said  lands  shall  be  covered  into  the  reclama¬ 
tion  fund  in  the  Treasury. 

In  the  administration  of  the  provisions 
of  this  act  all  water  in  the  Middle  Rio  Grande 
Valley  in  New  Mexico  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
useful  primarily  for  domestic,  municipal,  and 
irrigation  purposes. 

Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as 
affecting  or  abrogating  in  any  way  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  in  which  the  Mid¬ 
dle  Rio  Grande  Valley  lies,  relating  to  the 
control,  appropriation,  or  distribution  of 
water  used  in  irrigation  or  for  municipal  or 
other  uses,  or  any  vested  right  therein. 
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Nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to 
abrogate  or  impair  existing  obligations  of 
the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof,  in¬ 
cluding  obligations  to  furnish  water  for 
irrigation  and  obligations  to  any  Indian  or 
tribe  or  band  of  Indians  whether  based  on 
treaty,  agreement,  or  act  of  Congress. 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated  the  sum  of  $3,500,000  to  be  expended 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army  for  the  par¬ 
tial  accomplishment  of  the  comprehensive 
plan  for  the  Rio  Grande  Basin. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
after  line  17,  to  insert: 

Two  Mile  Creek,  Oreg. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
after  line  18,  to  insert: 

Aroostook  River  and  tributaries,  Maine. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
after  line  19,  to  insert: 

Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oreg. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
after  line  20,  to  insert: 

Skinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of 
Mannesville,  N.  Y.  _ 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
after  line  22,  to  insert: 

Steinhatchee  and  Fenholloway  Rivers,  Fla. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  26, 
after  line  23,  to  insert: 

River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Mich. 

The  amendment  was  agred  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  28, 
line  8,  after  the  words  “sum  of”,  to  strike 
out  “$25,000,000”  and  insert  “$65,- 
000,000.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  That 
completes  the  committee  amendments. 

Mr.  MOORE.  I  offer  an  amendment 
which  I  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  13,  fol¬ 
lowing  line  4,  immediately  after  the 
heading  “Arkansas  River  Basin”,  it  is 
proposed  to  insert  the  following: 

The  second  paragraph  under  the  heading 
“Arkansas  River  Basin”  in  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to 
provide  in  the  Canton  Reservoir  on  the  North 
Canadian  River  107,000  acre-feet  of  irriga¬ 
tion  and  water  supply  storage  (including  ap¬ 
proximately  69,000  acre-feet  for  irrigation 
and  38,000  acre-feet  for  municipal  water  sup¬ 
ply  for  Enid,  Okla.,  to  be  utilized  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  8  and  section  6,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December 
22,  1944  (Public  534,  78th  Cong.) ) ,  upon  the 
condition  that  when  siltation  of  the  reservoir 
shall  encroach  upon  the  flood-control  alloca¬ 
tion  the  irrigation  and  water  supply  storage 
will  be  reduced  progressively  unless  provi¬ 
sion  is  made  to  raise  the  height  of  the  dam 
or  otherwise  provide  compensatory  storage 
for  flood  control  on  the  basis  of  an  equitable 
distribution  of  the  costs  among  the  water 
users  and  other  beneficiaries  of  conservation 
storage,  as  determined  at  that  time.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  MALONE.  The  committee  ac¬ 
cents  the  amendment,  since  there  is  no 


charge  under  it  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is  simply  a  matter  of  water 
use. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Magnuson],  I  submit  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  has  been  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  At  the  end  of  sec¬ 
tion  108  of  the  bill  as  reported,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  the  following : 

Quilcene  Bay  Harbor,  Wash. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment  for  the  Committee  on  the  same 
basis  as  the  previous  amendments  have 
been  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Are 
there  further  amendments  to  be  offered? 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  ask  special  attention  from  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  ConnallyL  As  is 
known  from  the  debate  had  previously  in 
the  Senate,  the  bill  relating  to  the  Fort 
Sumner  irrigation  district  is  a  most 
important  measure,  and  one  which  ought 
to  be  enacted  at  the  present  session  of 
the  Congress.  I  realize  that  under  the 
5-minute  rule  I  cannot  discuss  the  mat¬ 
ter  adequately,  and  that  there  will  be  no 
chance  to  have  that  amendment  adopted, 
unless  the  Senator  from  Texas  will  with¬ 
draw  his  objection. 

In  that  connection  I  want  to  appeal 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  to  his  reason, 
for  he  is  a  reasonable  man,  to  his  fair¬ 
ness,  because  he  is  a  fair  man,  and  to 
read  a  letter  I  have  just  received  dated 
the  10th  of  June  1948,  from  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  re¬ 
garding  this  particular  project,  and  con¬ 
cerning  floods  which  have  recently  oc¬ 
curred  in  that  area.  I  ask  the  Senator’s 
attention  to  the  letter.  It  is  addressed 
to  me  and  is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Senator  Hatch  :  For  your  infor¬ 
mation  I  am  quoting  herein  a  paragraph 
from  a  communication  which  has  just  been 
received  from  the  regional  office  in  Amarillo, 
Tex.,  concerning  the  recent  floods  on  the 
Pecos  River. 

“Although  information  indicates  that 
cloudburst  storms  were  more  general  below 
than  above  Alamogordo  Dam  and  Fort  Sum¬ 
ner  Diversion  Dam,  both  Fort  Sumner  and 
Carlsbad  interests  were  very  concerned  at 
the  time  of  the  flood  about  the  safety  of 
those  structures,  as  indicated  by  numerous 
communications  received  by  this  office  dur¬ 
ing  and  shortly  after  the  storm.  We  are  well 
aware  of  the  precarious  situation  regarding 
the  Fort  Sumner  Diversion  Dam  as  well  as 
the  insecurity  of  Alamogordo  Dam  because 
of  inadequate  spillway  capacity.  Had  the 
storm  centered  between  Alamogordo  Dam 
and  Fort  Sumner  instead  of  around  Roswell, 
Fort  Sumner  Diversion  Dam  would  un¬ 
doubtedly  have  failed.” 

That  ends  the  communication  from 
the  regional  office.  I  make  the  appeal 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas  because  I 
know  that  in  good  faith  he  thinks  that 


this  measure  should  not  be  passed  be¬ 
cause  he  wants  a  compact  between  the 
States. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Texas  will  not  object  to  the  amendment. 
It  has  already  passed  the  House  and  been 
reported  by  our  committee,  and  the 
emergency  needs  are  great.  I  assure  the 
Senator  from  Texas  that  if  he  will  agree 
to  the  amendment  today  and  let  it  be 
attached  to  the  public  works  bill,  I  will 
do  everything  in  my  power,  and  the  offi¬ 
cials  of  my  State  will  cooperate  with  the 
officials  of  the  State  of  Texas,  in  trying 
to  get  an  adequate,  reasonable,  and  fair 
compact  between  the  States. ' 

The  objection  to  the  bill,  if  maintained, 
will  place  in  serious  jeopardy  not  only 
the  diversion  dam  at  Fort  Sumner,  but 
the  structure  at  Alamogordo  Dam  which 
if  destroyed  will  cause  an  outlay  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars,  and  total  destruction  of 
crops  and  valuable  farming  land.  I 
make  the  appeal  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas  and  shall  offer  the  Fort  Sumner 
project  bill  as  an  amendment  to  the 
pending  bill. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  in  all  kindli¬ 
ness  has  placed  me  in  a  very  embarrass¬ 
ing  position.  I  do  not  like  to  object  to 
this  amendment,  but  we  have  had  the  bill 
before  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate  re¬ 
jected  the  bill,  on  my  objection,  it  is  true. 
But,  Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
report  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget 
which  not  only  does  not  approve  the 
project,  but  disapproves  it.  I  shall  put 
the  report  in  the  Record. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  the  Pecos 
River  is  an  interstate  stream.  We  do  not 
get  a  drop  of  water  out  of  the  Pecos  until 
it  comes  down  through  New  Mexico.  We 
have  endeavored  to  secure  an  interstate 
compact  with  regard  to  the  diversion  of 
these  waters.  On  two  occasions  the  en¬ 
gineers  and  others  agreed  on  a  compact, 
and  New  Mexico  refused  to  ratify  it. 
Once  the  legislature  refused  to  ratify  it. 
On  another  occasion  the  Governor  vetoed 
the  compact.  We  are  endeavoring  to  get 
a  compact.  We  want  to  be  fair  to  New 
Mexico.  In  the  present  Congress  I  have 
agreed  to  two  reclamation  bills  involving 
New  Mexico,  one  in  connection  with  the 
Rio '  Grande,  involving  a  large  sum  of 
money,  and  the  other  on  this  particular 
river,  the  Pecos.  I  have  agreed  and 
made  no  objection  to  the  Carlsbad  proj¬ 
ect,  involving  a  large  amount  of  money. 
But,  Mr.  President,  the  Budget  Bureau 
points  out  in  its  letter  that  this  project 
would  require  70  years  to  pay  back  the 
money. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  an  interruption?  I  know 
he  has  only  5  minutes,  and  I  shall  not 
take  long. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HATCH.  The  objection  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  is  that  the  time 
of  payment  is  spread  over  70  years.  I 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  to  the  fact  that  other  bills  have 
passed  the  Senate  containing  identical 
provisions,  and  objection  has  not  been 
made. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  I  was  not  responsi¬ 
ble  for  the  fact  that  objection  was  not 
made.  The  Budget  Bureau  not  only 
points  out  that  it  would  require  70  years 
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to  pay  back  the  money,  but  it  also  points 
out  that  it  does  not  'believe  that  the 
financial  condition  of  the  district  is  such 
that  it  could  meet  the  payments.  The 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  opposes  the  bill. 
In  all  fairness,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not 
agree  to  this  amendment.  This  is  an 
unusual  way  to  legislate. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  is  going  to  object,  I  shall  with¬ 
draw  the  amendment,  because  I  will  not 
place  the  Senate  in  the  embarrassing 
position  of  voting  on  an  amendment 
until  it  can  be  adequately  explained  and 
debated.  If  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  to  object  to  the  amend¬ 
ment,  is  it? 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  It  is. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  withdraw  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  again  give  notice  that  I  hope, 
before  the  Senate  adjourns,  sometime, 
somehow,  we  may  have  an  opportunity 
thoroughly  to  explain  all  the  details  of 
this  project.  The  amendment  is  now 
withdrawn. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  is  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I 
dislike  to  make  this  objection,  but  I  hold 
in  my  hand  protests  against  the  bill, 
signed  by  all  the  Texas  water  engineers 
»■  and  others,  and  signed  by  the  Governor 
of  my  State,  insisting  that  I  object,  and 
insisting  that  until  a  compact  is  made 
with  us  for  the  fair  division  of  those 
waters*  we  shall  not  increase  the  alloca¬ 
tion  up  the  stream,  which  will  prevent 
water  coming  down  into  the  Red  Bluff 
Dam  for  the  use  of  Texas.  I  regret  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  we  shall 
not  be  interested  in  a  compact  after  our 
projects  are  destroyed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
gret  that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico 
has  placed  on  me  the  entire  burden  of 
this  matter,  but  I  am  representing  the 
State  of  Texas  on  this  floor,  and  T can¬ 
not  ignore  the  well-thought-out  objec¬ 
tions  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  which 
have  been  made  by  the  water  commis¬ 
sioners  and  the  engineers  of  my  State, 
and  the  Governor  of  my  State,  against 
this  project.  So  I  shall  have  to  object  to 
the  amendment. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Are 
there  further  amendments  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  of¬ 
fer  the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  As  I  understand,  the 
objection  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  is 
not  to  the  bill,  but  he  is  objecting  only 
to  the  amendment  to  which  reference 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  That  is  all.  I  am 
not  objecting  to  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  will  be  stated. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  is  quite  lengthy.  I  shall  be 
satisfied  to  have  the  amendment  printed 


in  the  Record  at  this  point,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  to  explain  very  briefly  what  is  it. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  amendment  will  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record,  and 
the  Senator  from  Florida  may  proceed 
with  the  explanation. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Holland  was, 
on  page  6,  after  line  9,  to  insert  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

Sec.  103.  The  proposed  work  of  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  Intracoastal  Waterway  from  the 
Caloosahatchee  to  the  Anclote  River,  Fla., 
House  Document  No.  371,  Seventy-sixth  Con¬ 
gress,  as  authorized  in  the  Rivers  and  Har¬ 
bors  Act  of  March  2,  1945,  is  modified  to  the 
extent  ha-ein  set  forth,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Armyv  acting  through  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  is  authorized  to  utilize  in  the  area 
affected  such  of  the  following  routes  as  may 
be  determined  feasible  by  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  namely.  Route  1,  generally  par¬ 
alleling  the  coast  from  Venice  Bay  to  Lemon 
Bay  as  heretofore  authorized  in  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2,  1945;  Route  2: 
Run  east  from  the  junction  of  Little  Sarasota 
Bay*  and  Casey’s  Inlet  Channel,  along  the 
south  side  of  Venice  Bay,  to  a  point  just  west 
of  the  Seaboard  Railroad  right-of-way; 
thence  south  to  Alligator  Creek;  thence 
southwest  to  Lemon  (Bay;  Route  3:  Run  east 
from  the  junction  of  Little  Sarasota  Bay  and 
Casey’s  Inlet  Channel,  along  the  north  side 
of  Venice  Bay,  to  the  old  canal  right-of-way; 
thence  east  along  the  old  canal  right-of-way 
to  the  divide  in  section  3;  thence  south  to 
Alligator  Creek;  thence  southwest  to  Lemon 
Bay;  Route  4:  Cut  an  inlet  from  the  open 
Gulf  to  Route  1  (H.  Doc.  No.  371,  76th  Cong.) 
in  the  vicinity  of  south  end  of  the  airport, 
with  the  necessary  protecting  works  and 
jetties,  thence  along  present  Route  1  to 
Lemon  Bay:  Provided,  That  the  cost  to  the 
United  States  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of 
the  original  route. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  a  part  of  the  Intracoastal  Waterway 
which  passes  through  the  village  of 
Venice,  on  the  west  coast  of  Florida. 
Difficulty  is  being  experienced  in  placing 
the  canal  where  it  was  designated  to  go. 
Under  the  provisions  of  this  amendment, 
three  alternate  routes  are  authorized,  in 
additional  to  the  original,  not  displacing 
the  original  one,  with  the  condition  that 
private  interests  shall  see  that  it  costs 
the  United  States  Government  no  more. 
It  leaves  it  to  the  engineers  either  to 
locate  the  canal  at  the  original  site,  or 
at  any  of  the  three  alternate  sites,  all 
subject  to  the  condition  that  the  United 
States  Government  be  not  caused  any 
additional  expense. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  May 
the  Chair  inquire  what  canal  the  Senator 
is  discussing? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  intercoastal  canal 
which  runs  south  from  Tampa  along  the 
coast  to  Fort  Myers.  It  has  no  relation 
to  the  cross-State  canal,  I  can  assure 
the  President  pro  tempore. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Holland!. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  merely  allows  discretion  to 
the  Army  engineers  in  the  choice  of 
routes.  The  only  limitation  is  the  al¬ 
ready  authorized  amount  of  money. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
bill  is  open  to  further  amendment.  If 


there  be  no  further  amendment  to  be 
proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  engross¬ 
ment  of  the  amendments  and  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  flood-control 
bill.  House  bill  6419,  as  passed  Jiy  the 
Senate,  be  reprinted  with  the  Senate 
amendments  numbered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 
Exemption  op  air  carriers?  from 

CERTAIN  STATUTORY  PROVISIONS 

Mr.  HAWKES.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  return  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  Calendar  1619,  Senate  bit 
2460.  The  distinguished  Senator  fro 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Tobey]  has  wit! 
drawn  his  objection,  and  I  should  lijte 
very  much  to  have  the  bill  consider 
The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Jersey? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S./2460) 
to  exempt  air  carriers  from  statutory 
provisions  requiring  payments  for  com¬ 
pensation  for  customs  employees  over¬ 
time  services,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  with  an,  amendment,  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert: 

That  section  4$1  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  (46  Stat.  715,  as  amended;  U.  S. 
C.,  title  19,  sec.  1451),  is  hereby  amended  by 
striking  out  the  period  at  tjie  end  thereof 
and  inserting  in  lieU  thereof  a  colon  and  the 
following:  “ Provide ^  further,  That,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  section  644  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (U.  S.  C.,  title  19,  sec.  1644) 
and  the  provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Air 
Commerce  Act  of  19?6S;the  provisions  of  this 
section,  sections  450  and*  452  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.,  title  19, 
secs.  1450  and  1452),  and  the  provisions  of 
section  5  of  the  pet  of  February  13,  1911,  as 
amended  (U.  S.  C.,  title  lE^sec.  267) ,  shall  not 
apply  to  the  owner,  operator,  agent,  or  con¬ 
signee  of  an  aircraft  (as  defined  in  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  ap  amended)  en¬ 
gaged  in  overseas  or  foreign  air  transporta¬ 
tion  (as  defined  in  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended)  under  published  sched¬ 
ules:  Provided  further,  That  the  extra  com¬ 
pensation  of  customs  officers  tyid  employees 
assigned  to  the  performance  oS  inspectional 

(services  in  connection  with  traffic  on  aircraft 
operated  by  an  air  carrier  (as  defined  in  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as  amended) 
which  is  payable  on  the  basis  prfcsc:  bed  by 
section  5  of  the  act  of  February  13,  1911,  as 
amended,  shall  be  payable  by  tile  United 
I  States  without  reimbursement  by  t^e  appll^- 
cants  for  such  services  or  any  other  person. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

|  The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

jSALE  OF  WAR-HOUSING  PROJECT  TO 
STATE  OF  FLORIDA 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2322)  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  a 
part  of  war-housing  project  No.  Fla- 
8252-1  to  the  department  of  public  safety 
of/the  State  of  Florida,  which  had  been  , 
retorted  from  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
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Ing  and  Currency  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause, 
and' insert: 

That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  expedite  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  housing  in  connection  with  na¬ 
tional  defense,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  October  14,  1940,  as  amended 
(known  as  the  Lanham  Act),  the  Housing 
and  Home  Finance  Administrator  is  au¬ 
thorized  and  directed  to  sell,  and  to  convey 
by  quitclaim  deed,  all  right,  title,  and 
interest'  of  the  United  States  in  that  part 
of  war  housing  project  No.  Fla-8252-1  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  2  of  this  act  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Public  Safety  of  the  State  of  Florida 
for  use  as  the  site  of  a  patrol  station  and 
school  of  the  Florida  highway  patrol. 

Sec.  2.  ExcepT  as  hereinafter  provided,  the 
property  authorized  to  be  sold  and  conveyed 
by  the  first  section  more  particularly  de¬ 
scribed  as  follows:  All  that  tract  or  parcel 
of  land  lying  and  being  sitauted  within 
the  corporate  limits  of  the  city  of  Panama 
City,  Bay  County,  Fla.,  beginning  at  the 
point  where  the  center  line  of  Moody  Avenue 
intersects  the  northeasterly  right-of-way  line 
of  State  Road  No.  30;  thence  northeasterly 
with  said  center  line  to  a  point  in  the  north 
line  of  Bryan  Avenue;  thence  northerly  at 
right  angles  to  said  north  line  of  Bryan 
Avenue  to  a  point  on  the  south  line  of  North 
Bay;  thence  with  said  North  Bay  line  west¬ 
erly  until  it  intersects  the  aforesaid  north¬ 
easterly  right-of-way  line  of  State  Road  No. 
30;  thence  southeasterly  with  said  right-of- 
way  line  to  the  point  of  beginning;  subject 
to  any  easements  for  that  portion  of  Moody 
Avenue  and  Bryan  Avenue  included  in  the 
above  description;  Including  the  building 
known  as  Community  House,  three  barracks 
buildings  and  four  detached  one-family 
dwellings  Nos.  1935,  1937,  1939,  and  1941;  in¬ 
cluding  all  utilities,  lines,  pipes,  connections, 
sidewalks,  curbs,  driveways,  and  parking 
areas  thereon.  The  Administartor  is  au¬ 
thorized  in  his  discretion  to  exclude  from 
such  sale  and  conveyance  the  dwelling 
structure  No.  1941  situated  upon  such  tract 
or  parcel. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  The  sale  and  conveyance  au¬ 
thorized  by  this  act  shall  be  made  upon 
payment  of  a  consideration  equal  to  the 
fair  market  value  the  land  and  improve¬ 
ments  situated  thereon,  or  the  apportioned 
cost  to  the  Federal  Government  of  the  land 
and  improvements  situated  thereon,  each  as 
determined  by  the  Housing  and  Home  Fi¬ 
nance  Administrator,  whichever  is  the  less: 
Provided,  That  there  shall  be  deducted  from 
such  consideration  a  sum  equal  to  50  per¬ 
cent  of  that  portion  of  the  consideration 
so  determined  which  is  attributed  to  the 
portion  of  such  tract  or  parcel  conveyed. for 
use  as  a  school  of  the  Florida  highway  patrol. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  the  exclusion  of  the 
dwelling  structure  No.  1941  from  the  sale  and 
conveyance  authorized  by  this  act,  the  con¬ 
sideration  prescribed  by  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  be  reduced  by  a  sum  equal 
to  the  fair  market  value  of  such  structure, 
off  site,  as  determined  by  said  Administrator. 

Sec.  4.  (a)  In  the  sale  and  conveyance 
authorized  by  this  act,  the  Housing  and  Home 
Finance  Administrator /Is  authorized  to  re¬ 
serve  to  the  United  States,  and  its  succes¬ 
sors  in  title  to  lands  contained  in  war  hous¬ 
ing  project  No.  Fla-8252-1,  the  right  to  use 
all  utilities  and  facilities  ancillary  thereto 
situated  upon  the  tract  or  parcel  to  be  con¬ 
veyed,  for  such  time  as  such  utilities  and 
facilities  may  be  needed  for  use  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  housing  situated  on  such  lands. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  the  exclusion  of  the 
dwelling  structure  No.  1941  from  such  sale 
and  conveyance,  said  Administrator  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  sale  and  conveyance 
upon  condition — 

(1)  that  the  grantee  permit  said  Admin¬ 
istrator,  or  any  person  designated  by  him,  to 


enter  upon  the  premises  conveyed  at  any 
time  within  1  year  from  the  date  of  convey¬ 
ance  of  such  property  for  the  purpose  of  re¬ 
moving  said  structure  from  the  premises; 
and 

(2)  that  there  shall  be  reserved  from  such 
sale  and  conveyance  such  right  of  ingress 
and  egress  as  said  Administrator  shall  de¬ 
termine  to  be  necessary  to  preserve  to  the 
several  occupants  of  said  structure  continued 
right  of  occupancy  thereof  until  such  re¬ 
moval. 

(c)  The  sale  and  conveyance  authorized  by 
this  act  shall  be  made  by  said  Administrator 
upon  condition  that  the  grantee  agree  that, 
for  a  period  of  1  year  from  the  date  of  the 
conveyance,  no  occupant  of  any  dwelling 
transferred  by  such  conveyance  shall  be 
evicted  from  (or  denied  the  continued  right 
of  ingress  to  or  egress  from)  such  dwelling 
without  having  first  been  given  90  days’  writ¬ 
ten  notice  to  vacate,  except  in  case  of  an 
eviction  based  on  the  grounds  that  the  ten¬ 
ant  is  committing  a  nuisance  or  otherwise 
violating  an  obligation  of  his  tenancy. 

(d)  The  provisions  of  section  313  of  such 
act  of.  October  14,  1940,  as  amended,  shall  not 
be  applicable  to  the  property  conveyed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  act. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  an  explanation  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  bill 
simply  authorizes  and  directs  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Home  Finance  Administrator  to 
convey. by  quit-claim  deed  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Safety  of  the  State 
of  Florida  a  portion  of  a  temporary  war 
housing  project  situated  in  Panama  City, 
Fla.,  for  use  as  the  site  of  a  patrol  sta¬ 
tion  and  school  of  the  Florida  Highway 
Patrol.  It  is  not  the  intention,  nor 
does  the  legislation  authorize  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  give  this  property  away.  The 
bill  provides  that  the  purchase  price  of 
the  property  to  be  conveyed  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Housing  Admin¬ 
istrator  on  the’ basis  of  its  fair  market 
value  or  its  cost  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  whichever  is  lower.  The  portions 
of  the  property  to  be  conveyed  to  the 
public  safety  department  of  the  State  of 
Florida  for  the  use  of  the  Florida  High¬ 
way  Patrol  consist  of  three  barracks 
buildings  and  a  community  house  which 
are  no  longer  used.  They  are  to  be  used 
for  training  purposes  by  the  department 
of  public  safety  of  Florida. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  bill  Is  exceedingly  sound  in  principle. 
The  Federal  Government  will  get  some¬ 
thing  for  its  property.  I  do  not  object. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

TERMINATION  OF  RETIREMENT  SYSTEM 

OF  OFFICE  OF  COMPTROLLER  OF  THE 

CURRENCY 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the 
bill  (S.  2692)  to  terminate  the  retire¬ 
ment  system  of  the  Office  of  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency,  and  to  transfer 
that  retirement  fund  to  the  civil-service 
retirement  and  disability  fund,  which 
had  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  with  an 
amendment,  on  page  2,  after  line  9,  to 
strike  out: 

(b)  In  the  case  of  each  officer  or  employee 
of  the  Bureau  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 


Currency  who  is  a  member  of  the  retirement.' 
system  of  that  office,  the  United  States  Civif 
Service  Commission  6hall  cause  to  be  c ra¬ 
tted  to  his  individual  account  in  the  jcivil 
Service  Retirement  and  Disability  Fund  an 
amount  equal  to  that  amount  whicjj  would 
have  been  in  his  account  from  his/wn  con¬ 
tributions  and  interest  thereon,  ljad  be  been 
subject  to  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act 
of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended;  during  the 
period  for  which  he  has  creditable  service 
under  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  re¬ 
tirement  system  of  the  Office  of  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency/md  the  period  cov¬ 
ered  thereby  shall  be  allowable  service  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
Act  of  May  29,  193,0,  as  amended,  but  such 
amount  shall  not-  be  less  than  the  amount 
of  such  employee’s  accumulated  contribu¬ 
tions  and  interest  standing  to  his  credit  on 
the  books  of  the  retirement  fund  of  the 
Comptroller's  Office  at  the  time  of  its  ter¬ 
mination./ 

(c)  la  the  event  that  the  amount  de¬ 
posited-  to  an  employee’s  credit  on  the  above 
basis.  Is  in  excess  of  the  amount  which  would 
ha \(f  been  to  his  credit  had  he  made  the  con¬ 
tributions  required  for  allowable  service  un¬ 
der  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of  May 
22,  1920,  as  amended,  currently  during  the 
same  period  of  time  for  which  he  has  credit¬ 
able  service  under  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  retirement  system  of  the  Comptroller’s 
Office,  plus  interest  thereon,  such  excess 
amount  shall  be  applied  to  any  other  deposits 
or  redeposits  required  of  such  employee  un¬ 
der  section  7,  9,  or  12  of  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as  amended, 
covering  periods  of  allowable  service  for 
which  said  employee  did  not  have  creditable 
service  under  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  retirement  system  of  the  Comptroller’s 
Office,  or,  if  he  has  no  such  additional  allow¬ 
able  service,  the  excess  shall  be  applied  to  the 
purchase  of  an  additional  annuity  under  the 
provisions  of  section  10  of  said  act:  Provided, 
That  any  additional  voluntary  contributions 
made  by  an  employee  to  the  retirement  fund 
of  the  Comptroller’s  Office  or  any  required 
employee  contributions  made  by  an  em¬ 
ployee  to  said  fund  for  any  periods  of  hon¬ 
orable  service  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force, 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  shall  ip  any  event  be  treated  as  excess 
deposits  and  applied  as  above  provided. 

And  insert: 

(b)  In  the  case  of  each  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  who  is  a  member  of  the  retirement 
system  of  the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Currency,  the  United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  shall  cause  to  be  credited 
ta  his  individual  account  in  the  civil-service 
retirement  and  disability  fund  an  amount 
equal  to  such  employee’s,  accumulated  con¬ 
tributions  and  interest  standing  to  his  credit 
on  the  books  of  the  retirement  system  of 
the  Office,  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency  at  the  time  of  its  termination:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  in  the  event  that  such  amount 
is  in  excess  of  ’the  amount  which  would  have 
been  to  his  credit  had  he  made  the  con¬ 
tributions  required  for  allowable  service 
under  the  Civil  service  Retirement  Act  of 
May  22,  1920,  as  amended,  currently  dur¬ 
ing  the  same  period  ‘of  time  for  which  he 
has  creditable  service  under  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  retirement  system  of  the 
Office  of  the  Comptroller  Njf  the  Currency, 
plus  interest  thereon,  such\excess  amount 
shall  be  applied  to  any  ottibr  deposits  or 
redeposits  required  of  such  employees  under 
sections  7,  9,  and  12  of  the  dfcyil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  asSamended, 
covering  periods  of  allowable  service  for 
which  said  employee  did  not  have  creditable 
service  under  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  retirement  system  of  the  Office  of  'the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  or,  if  he  has 
no  such  additional  allowable  service,  the 
excess  shall  be  repaid  to  such  employee  in 
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AN  ACT 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I— LIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

4  Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers 

5  and  harbors  and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  con- 

6  trol,  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized 

7  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
S  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  accord- 
9  ance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions  recom- 

10  mended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports 

11  hereinafter  designated:  Provided,  That  the  provisions  of 
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section  1  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2, 
1945  (Public,  Numbered  14,  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first 
session),  shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  authorized  in 
this  title ;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to 
plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improvement  for 
navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full: 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  553, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  555,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered  552,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  566,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document 
Numbered  600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  196,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  379,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  272,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Rock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  273,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Chester  River,  Maryland  (channel  from  Kent  Island 
Narrows  to  Wells  Cove)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  380, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  381,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  580,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Virginia; 
House  Document  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River, 
Virginia;  House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document 
Numbered  422,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear  River,  North 
Carolina,  including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina;  House  Document  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 
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(lyWinyah  Bay,  South  Carolina;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  on  file  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  559,  Eightieth  Congress; 

(2 yGulfport  Harbor,  Mississippi;  in  accordance  with  the 
report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April  20,  1948; 
(fdyHarrison  County ,  Mississippi,  Shore  protection;  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated 
March  8,  1948. 

Galveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered 
561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  561,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House 
Document  Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

(4 ^Mississippi  River  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  661,  Eigtieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of 
Traverse  City)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


5 


(hyPort  Wing  Harbor,  Wisconsin;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  568;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  New  York;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  632,  Eightieth  Congress; 

( [&)Oswego  Harbor,  New  York;  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May  10,  1948; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California  ;  House  Document  Numbered 
644,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Noyo  Biver  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document 
Numbered  586,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  boat 
basin  at,  Garibaldi)  ;  House  Document  Numbered  650, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Umpqua  Biver,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Win¬ 
chester  Bay)  ;  Senate  Document  Numbered  154,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel)  ;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  646,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Bivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document 
Numbered  124;  Eightieth  Congress; 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warrenton)  ;  Senate 
Document  Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  Biver,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94 
Eightieth  Congress; 
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Grays  Harbor  and  Cbehalis  River,  Washington;  House 
Document  Numbered  635,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing 
river  and  harbor  works,  or  from  other  available  appropria¬ 
tions,  may  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  the 
collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore  Harbor  and  its 
tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  project. 

(1)8 EC.  103.  The  proposed  work  of  improvement  of  the 
Intracoastal  Waterway  from  the  C aloosahatchee  to  the 
Anclote  River,  Florida,  House  Document  Numbered  371, 
Seventy-sixth  Conyress,  as  authorized  in  the  Rivers  and 
Harbors  Act  of  March  2,  1943,  is  modified  to  the  extent 
herein  set  forth,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  acting 
through  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  is  authorized  to  utilize  in  the 
area  affected,  such  of  the  following  routes  as  may  be  determined 
feasible  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  namely,  Route  /  generally  parallel¬ 
ing  the  coast  from  I  'eni.ee  Bay  to  Lemon  Bay  as  heretofore 
authorized  in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2,  1943; 
Route  2:  Run  east  from  the  junction  of  Little  Sarasota  Bay 
and  Casey's  Inlet  Channel,  along  the  south  side  of  Venice 
Bay,  to  a  point,  just  west  of  the  Seaboard  Railroad  right- 
of-way;  thence  south  to  /litigator  Creek;  thence  southwest 
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to  Lemon  Bay;  Route  3:  Run  east  from  the  junction  of 
Little  Sarasota  Bay  and  Casey  s  Inlet  Channel,  along  the 
north  side  of  Venice  Bay,  to  the  old  canal  right-of-way; 
thence  east  along  the  old  canal  right-of-way  to  the  divide 
in  section  3;  thence  south  to  Alligator  Creek;  thence  south¬ 
west  to  Lemon  Bay;  Route  4:  Cut  an  inlet  from  the  open 
Gulf  to  Route  1  (House  Document  Numbered  374,  Seventy- 
sixth  Congress)  in  the  vicinity  of  south,  end,  of  the  airport, 
with  the  necessary  protecting  works  and  jetties,  thence  along 
present  Route  1  to  Lemon  Bay:  Provided,  That  the  cost  to 
the  United  States  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of  the  original 
route. 

Sec.  (8)4-03-  104.  That  the  existing  project  for  the 
Neelies  and  Angelina  Rivers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified 
so  as  to  provide  that  the  local  agency  which  gives  assurances 
that  upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it  will  contribute 
toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not 
to  exceed  two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for 
its  own  use. 

105.  hi  the  prosecution  of  the  work  for  the  im¬ 
provement  of  Bayou  Carlin,  Louisiana,  in  accordance  with 

\ 

project  adopted  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2, 
1945,  the  Chief  of  Engineers  is  hereby  authorized,  to  protect 
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the  piers  of  the  railway  bridge  crossing  Bayou  Carlin  at 
D  elcambre,  Louisiana. 

(10) S'eC'.  106.  That  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating 
to  the  improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors  passed  since  June 
25,  1938,  shall  be  compiled  under  the  direction  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  printed 
for  use  of  the  Department  of  the  Army. 

(11) $EC.  107.  That  not  to  exceed,  $5,000  annually  of  the 
funds  appropriated  for  rivers  and  harbors  shall  be  available 
for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the  Permanent  Inter¬ 
national  Commission  of  the  Congresses  of  Navigation  and 
for  the  payment  in  amounts  approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  of  the  expenses  of  the  properly  accredited  delegates  of 
the  United  States  to  the  meetings  of  the  congresses  and  of 
the  Commission. 

(12)  Sec.  108.  The  dam  site  known  as  Foster  Creek  Dam 
on  the  Columbia  River  authorized  in  the  River  and  Harbor 
Act  of  July  24,  1946,  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief 
Joseph  Dam,  and  any  law,  regulation ,  document,  or  record 
of  the  United  States  in  which  such  dam  is  designated  or 
referred  to  under  the  name  of  Foster  Creek  Dam  shall  be 
held  to  refer  to  such  dam  under  and  by  the  name  Chief 
Joseph  Dam. 

Sec.  (13)4414  109.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations 
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and  surveys  to  be  made  at  the  following-named  localities,  the 
cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  such  purposes:  Provided,  That  no  pre¬ 
liminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 
works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  title  or  some  prior 
Act  or  joint  resolution  shall  be  made :  Provided  further,  That 
after  the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law 
on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or  work  under  way  or 
proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental  or  additional  report 
or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by  law :  Provided 
further,  That  the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have 
entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  water¬ 
way  or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for 
the  proposed  work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law:  Provided 
further,  That  reports  of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and  shore 
protection  shall  include  an  estimate  of  the  public  interests 
involved,  and  such  plan  of  improvement  as  is  found  justified, 
together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs  in  each  case : 
And  provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested 
in  the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law : 

Dosoris  Creek,  New  York; 

Tolchester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  River,  Maryland; 

H.  K.  6419 - 2 
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1  Holdens  Creek,  Virginia; 

2  Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

3  Back  Biver,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  con- 

4  nccting  Back  Biver  with  Front  Cove ; 

5  Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 

0  Powells  Bay,  Accomack  County,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts 
7  Point,  and  channel  connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast” ; 

3  Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington. 

3  (14 'yQuilcene  Bay  Harbor,  W ashington. 

40  Sec.  (15)4-0#  110.  Title  I  may  he  cited  as  the  “Biver 
44  and  Harbor  xlct  of  1948”. 

12  TITLE  II— FLOOD  CONTBOL 

4°  Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22. 

14  1936  (Public,  Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress), 

15  as  amended  by  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938 

16  (Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy-fifth  Congress),  shall 

17  apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  title  except  that  for 

18  any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 

19  provisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of 

20  June  22,  1936,  shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise 

21  provided  by  law:  Provided,  That  the  authorization  for  any 

22  flood-control  project  herein  adopted  requiring  local  cooper- 

23  ation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the  date  on  which  local 

24  interests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department  of  the 

25  Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said 
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interests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation 
will  be  furnished. 

Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
December  22,  1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth 
Congress,  second  session) ,  shall  govern  with  respect  to  proj¬ 
ects  authorized  in  this  title;  and  the  procedures  therein  set 
forth  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of 
improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation 
and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 
forth  in  full. 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress 
that  the  following  provisions  shall  be  observed: 

No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a 
project  for  flood  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be 
authorized  by  the  Congress  unless  a  report  for  such  project 
or  modification  has  been  previously  submitted  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  conformity  with 
existing  law. 

Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for 
the  benefit  of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  flood- 
waters  and  other  purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  author¬ 
ized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective  reports  here- 
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inafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 
therein:  Provided,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications, 
and  preliminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any  project 
authorized  in  this  title  with  funds  from  appropriations  here¬ 
tofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready 
for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction  program:  Provided 
further,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall  be  initiated 
as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  be 
consistent  with  budgetary  requirements:  And  provided 
further,  That  pen  stocks  and  other  similar  facilities  adapted 
to  possible  future  use  in  the  development  of  hydroelectric 
power  shall  be  installed  in  any  dam  authorized  in  this  title 
for  construction  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  when 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  : 

(1  ^DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the  Lackawaxen  River, 
Pennsylvania,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  Numbered  113,  Eightieth  Congress,  first 
session,  and  there  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum 
of  $6,150,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


13 


(ll^SUSQTJEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 
The  'project  for  local  flood  protection  at  Wilkes-Barre 
and  Hanover  Township,  Pennsylvania,  authorized  hy  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  June  22,  1936,  in  accordance 
with  House  Document  Numbered  308,  Sixty-ninth  Congress, 
first  session,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  raising  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  river  front  section  of  the  protective  levee  to  provide 
a  uniform  degree  of  protection  throughout  its  length  at  an 
estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  of  $250,000  and  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  for  that  proj¬ 
ect  in  the  Act  approved  June  22,  1936. 

(IQ')  JAMES  RIVER  BASIN 

That  preparation  of  plans  or  construction  shall  not  be 
undertaken  on  the  Gathright  Reservoir  and  the  Falling 
Springs  reregulating  dam  on  Jackson  River,  Virginia,  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  July  24,  1946, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  En¬ 
gineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  207,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  first  session,  until  completion  of  review  of  the  project  to 
determine  the  desirability  of  its  construction  at  the  present 
time,  and  a  finding  of  the  proper  local  contribution  on  the 
basis  of  benefits  to  be  derived  for  water  supply,  pollution 
abatement,  and  other  conservation  purposes. 
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(l^GENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

The  project  for  Caloosahatchee  River  and  Lake  Okee¬ 
chobee  drainage  areas,  Florida,  authorized  by  the  River 
and  Harbor  Act  of  July  3,  1930,  as  amended,  is  hereby 
modified  and  expanded,  to  include  the  first  phase  of  the  com¬ 
prehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  cen¬ 
tral  and  southern  Florida  as  recommended  by  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  in  his  report  dated  February  19,  1948,  subject  to 
the  conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  therein,  and 
there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$ 16,300,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  said  plan. 

ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

(20 yrhe  second  paragraph  under  the  heading  “Arkansas 
River  Basin "  in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“ The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to  provide  in  the 
Canton  Reservoir  on  the  North  Canadian  River  one  hundred 
and  seven  thousand  acre-feet  of  irrigation  and  water  supply 
storage  (including  approximately  sixty-nine  thousand  acre- 
feet  for  irrigation  and  thirty-eight  thousand  acre-feet  for 
municipal  water  supply  for  Enid,  Oklahoma,  to  be  utilized 
in  accordance  with  section  8  and  section  6,  respectively,  of 
the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22,  1944  (Public,  534, 
Seventy-eighth  Congress)),  upon  the  condition  that  when 
siltation  of  the  reservoir  shall  encroach  upon  the  flood  control 
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allocation  the  irrigation  and  water  supply  storage  will  be 
reduced  progressively  unless  provision  is  made  to  raise  the 
height  of  the  dam  or  otherwise  provide  compensatory  storage 
for  flood  control  on  the  basis  of  an  equitable  distribution  of 
the  costs  among  the  water  users  and  other  beneficiaries  of 
conservation  storage ,  as  determined  at  that  time.” 

The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett, 
Missouri,  in  the  Arkansas  Fiver  Basin  are  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  445, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $740,000. 

The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas 
Biver  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  De¬ 
cember  22,  1944,  in  accordance  with  House  Document 
Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  are  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate  in  the 
cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across 
the  Arkansas  Biver  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-Eort 
Smith  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  (21)$200,000  $ 300,000 . 
{ 2'2'yThe  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized,  to  construct ,  as  an 
emergency  measure,  bank  protection  and  control  works  at 
Bradens  Bend,  Oklahoma,  in  accordance  with  plans  on  file 
in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  at  an  estimated  cost 
of  $1,000,000,  as  a  part  of  the  multiple-purpose  plan  for 
the  Arkansas  River  and  tributaries,  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma, 
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authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24, 
1946,  and  the  authorization  for  appropriation  for  the  Arkan¬ 
sas  River  Basin  is  hereby  increased  accordingly. 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois, 
on  the  Bock  Biver  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  House  Document  Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  Biver, 
Illinois,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  245,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  Aitkin,  Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  Biver  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,680,000. 

(2N)red  river  of  the  north 

* 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other 
purposes  in  the  Red  River  of  the  North  drainage  basin, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Minnesota  as  set  forth 
in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May  24,  .1948, 
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is  approved  and  there  is  hereby  authorized  the  sum  of 
$2,000,000  for  the  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan . 

OHIO  RIVER  BASIN 

The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  Uniontown,  Pennsylvania,  on  Redstone  Creek,  are  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 
Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,015,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Rosiclare,  Illinois, 
on  the  Ohio  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  125,  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

(2^)missouri  river  basin 

The  project  for  bank  protection  on  the  Missouri  River 
from  Kenslers  Bend,  Nebraska,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  approved  August  18,  1941,  is  hereby  modified 
and  extended  upstream  to  include  Miners  Bend  and  vicinity , 
South  Dakota  and  Nebraska,  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $3,000,000. 

(25)T7ie  projects  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  the 
South  Platte  River  Basin,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  and 
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1  Nebraska  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  Numbered  669, 

2  Eightieth  Congress ,  second  session,  are  approved  and  there  is 

3  hereby  authorized  the  sum  of  $ 3,000,000  for  partial  accom- 

4  plishment  of  these  projects. 

5  GEEAT  LAKES  BASIN 

6  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity, 

7  New  York,  on  Tonawanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  sub- 

8  stantiafly  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 

9  Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered  46, 

10  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $565,000. 

11  The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansville  and  vicinity, 

12  New  York,  on  Canaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee 
1^  River,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with 

14  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 

15  Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti- 

16  mated  cost  of  $165,000. 

1?  The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on 
16  Red  Run,  a  tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is 

19  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 

20  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu- 

21  ment  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 

22  cost  of  $1,010,000. 

23  The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards 

24  Farm  area  and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from 

25  floods  caused  by  frequent  windstorms  and  from  increases  in 
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the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby  authorized  substan¬ 
tially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

SANTA  CLARA  RIVER  BASIN 
The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara 
River  and  its  tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized 
substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  443, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $4,960,000. 

GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity, 
Arizona,  in  the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  274, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,390,000. 

(26)  WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 
The  general  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control ,  navi¬ 
gation,  and  other  purposes  approved  by  the  Flood  Control 
Act  of  June  28,  1938,  is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  the 
installation  of  hydroelectric  power  generating  facilities,  includ¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  a  reregulating  dam,  at  Detroit  Reser¬ 
voir  on  the  North  Santiam  River  in  accordance  with  plans  on 
file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 
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LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the 
Lower  Mississippi  River,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May 
15,  1928,  as  amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modi¬ 
fied  and  expanded  to  include  the  following  (27)dem  and 


for  said  project  is 


items : 

(28  )(a)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi 
River  below  Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West 
Tennessee  tributaries  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  027,  Eightieth  Congress  (29).  and  the 
authorization  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  Liver  project  is 
increased  accordingly. 

(30 yb)  The  Devils  Swamp  project  at  Baton  Rouge,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,000,000,  authorized  by  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24,  1946. 

(31  )(c)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  L’Anguille 
River,  Arkansas,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $5,100,000  is  hereby 
approved  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  his  report  dated 
August  22,  1947,  and  the  authorization  for  the  Lower 
Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  by  $2,000,000. 
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(32)^70  GRANDE  BASIN 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Bio  Grande  Basin  as 
set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April 
5,  1948,  and  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
dated  November  21,  1947,  all  in  substantial  accord  with 
the  agreement  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  November  21,  1947, 
is  hereby  approved  except  insofar  as  the  recommendations 
in  those  reports  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  and  subject  to  the  authorizations  and  limitations  set  forth 
herein. 

The  approval  granted  above  shall  be  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions  and  limitations: 

( a)  Construction  of  the  spillway  gate  structure  at 
Chamita  Dam  shall  be  deferred  so  long  as  New  Mexico  shall 
have  accrued  debits  as  defined  by  the  Bio  Grande  Compact 
and  until  New  Mexico  shall  consistently  accrue  credits  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Bio  Grande  Compact; 

(b)  Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Bio  Grande  shall  be 
excluded  from  the  Middle  Bio  Grande  project  authorized 
herein  without  prejudice  to  subsequent  consideration  of  Chiflo 
Dam  and  Reservoir  by  the  Congress; 

(c)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  conjunction  with 
other  interested  Federal  agencies,  is  directed  to  make  studies 
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to  determine  feasible  ways  and  means  of  reducing  nonbene- 
ficial  consumption  of  toater  by  native  vegetation  in  the  flood 
plain  of  the  Rio  Grande  and  its  principal  tributaries  above 
Caballo  Reservoir;  and 

(d)  At  all  times  when  New  Mexico  shall  have  accrued 
debits  as  defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  all  reservoirs 
constructed  as  a  part  of  the  project  shall  be  operated  solely 
for  flood  control  except  as  otherwise  required  by  the  Rio 
Grande  Compact,  and  at  all  times  all  project  works  shall 
be  operated  in  conformity  with  the  Rio  Grande  Compact 
as  it  is  administered  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  Commission. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  shall  be  governed  by  and  have  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  by  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act 
of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388),  and  Acts  amendatory 
thereof  or  supplementary  thereto,  except  as  is  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  Act  or  in  the  reports  referred  to  above.  This 
Act  shall  be  deemed  a  supplement  to  said  Federal  reclamation 
laws. 

Approval  is  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  the  authorizations  approved  from 
time  to  time  for  the  prosecution  of  this  plan  to  acquire  in 
the  name  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase  or  otherwise, 
any  or  all  of  the  bonds  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness 
of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Conservancy  District  oidstandmg 
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1  when  such  authorizations  are  approved  at  such  prices  and 

2  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  deem  necessary  or 

3  proper,  for  the  protection  of  the  investment  of  the  United 

4  States  and  to  retire  those  obligations  on  such  terms  and  con- 
b  ditions  as  he  shall  likewise  deem  proper  or  necessary. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  entering  into  a  contract 
7  or  contracts  for  the  repayment  of  the  reimbursable  construc- 
3  tion  costs  of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project,  now  estimated 
9  at  approximately  $ 18,000,000 ,  shall  vary  that  amount  to 
reflect  changes  in  the  estimates  of  those  costs  occurring  prior 

41  to  the  date  of  the  contract  or  contracts  and  in  so  doing  may, 

42  if  need  be,  extend  the  repayment  period  beyond  forty  years 
lo  to  permit  payment  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  present  estimate. 

14  Subject  to  the  limitations  of  authorizations  approved 

15  from  time  to  time  for  prosecution  of  this  plan,  approval  is 

16  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  acquire,  on  behalf 

17  of  the  U nited  S tates,  by  purchase  or  donation,  agricultural 

18  lands  owned  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico  within  the  Middle 

19  Rio  Grande  project  at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles  satis- 

20  factory  to  him  and  to  develop  those  lands  substantially  in 

21  the  manner  outlined  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclama- 

22  tion  referred  to  above.  Lands  so  acquired  shall  be  resold 

23  or  leased  by  the  Secretary  to  actual  settlers  for  agricultural 

24  purposes  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  him 

25  which  rules  and  regulations  shall  set  out  the  prices  and 
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terms  of  such  sales  and  leases,  the  qualifications  required  of 
'purchasers  and  lessees,  and  other  matters  relating  to  the 
disposition  and  use  of  these  lands,  and  shall  provide  a  pre¬ 
ferred  right  to  purchase  or  lease  any  tract  of  such  land  to 
otherwise  qualified  persons  of  the  followmg  classes  in  the 
order  here  set  out,  purchasers  in  any  class  being  preferred 
to  lessees  in  that  or  any  other  class : 

(1)  The  former  owner  or  owners  of  such  tracts,  if 
his  or  their  title  thereto  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale 
for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(2)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  War 
II  who  are  the  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner 
or  owners  of  such  tract,  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner 
or  owners  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to 
the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(3)  The  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner 
or  owners  of  such  tract  other  than  those  referred  to  in 
(2)  if  the  title  of  said  former  owner  or  owners  was 
divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New 
Mexico. 

(4)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  War 
II  other  than  those  referred  to  in  (2). 

(5)  Persons  other  than  those  referred  to  in  the 

* 

clauses  above.  Any  deed  executed  by  the  Secretary  in 
favor  of  any  person  described  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall 
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provide  that  any  person  described  under  (1),  (2),  or 
(3)  shall  have  the  right  to  purchase  any  land  conveyed 
by  such  deed,  within  a  period  of  ten  years  after  the 
execution  thereof,  by  (a)  paying  to  the  owner  the  amount 
or  amounts  actually  paid  by  him  as  consideration  for 
such  deed  and  for  the  actual  cost  of  improvements  on 
such  land  plus  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per 
annum  on  such  amount  or  amounts,  and  (b)  assuming 
any  obligations  of  the  owner  to  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  land.  Any  lease  executed  by  the  Secretary 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  to  any  person  de¬ 
scribed  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall,  by  its  terms,  expire  not 
later  than  five  years  after  the  date  of  its  execution.  The 
preferred  rights  provided  for  by  this  section  to  pur¬ 
chase  or  lease  any  land  shall  continue  to  be  applicable 
until  such  land  is  finally  disposed  of  by  the  Secretary; 
but  the  right  of  any  lessee  or  purchaser  to  enter  into 
possession  shall  be  subject  to  any  rights  under  any  prior 
lease  executed  by  the  Secretary.  Moneys  accruing  from 
the  sale  or  lease  of  said  lands  shall  be  covered  into  the 
reclamation  fund  in  the  Treasury. 

In  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  all 
water  in  the  Middle  Bio  Grande  Valley  in  New  Mexico  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  useful  primarily  for  domestic,  municipal,  and 
irrigation  purposes ,  s  ~ 
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Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  he  construed  as  affecting  or 
abrogating  in  any  way  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
in  which  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Valley  lies,  relating  to  the 
control,  appropriation,  or  distribution  of  water  used  in  irri¬ 
gation  or  for  municipal  or  other  uses,  or  any  vested  right 
therein. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  abrogate  or 
impair  existing  obligations  of  the  United  States  or  any  agency 
thereof,  including  obligations  to  furnish  water  for  irrigation 
and  obligations  to  any  Indian  or  tribe  or  band  of  Indians 
whether  based  on  treaty,  agreement,  or  Act  of  Congress. 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of 
$3,500,000  to  be  expended  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
for  the  partial  accomplishment  of  the  comprehensive  plan  for 
the  Rio  Grande  Basin. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and 
surveys  for  flood  control  and  allied  purposes,  including  chan¬ 
nel  and  major  drainage  improvements,  and  floods  aggravated 
by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects  to  be  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage  areas  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 
the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examina¬ 
tions  and  surveys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and 
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soil-erosion  prevention  on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost 
thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
made  for  such  purposes :  Provided,  That  after  the  regular  or 
formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  project,  or 
work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no 
supplemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made 
unless  authorized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  may  cause  a  review  of  any  examination  or  survey  to 
be  made  and  a  report  thereon  submitted  to  the  Congress  if 
such  review  is  required  by  the  national  defense  or  by  changed 
physical  or  economic  conditions:  And  provided  further,  That 
the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor 
mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law; 

E  ah  way  Eiver  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jerse}^; 

Chowan  Eiver  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North 
Carolina; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina; 

Eice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  Eiver,  Florida; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil 
Conservation  District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  Dis¬ 
trict,  the  Coastal  Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the 
Matagorda  County  Soil  Conservation  District,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  improvement  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood 
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control,  and  related  purposes,  including  channel  and  major 
drainage  improvements ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  with 
a  view  to  providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  ero¬ 
sions,  including  the  protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and 
aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the 
surrounding  area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Coun¬ 
ties,  with  a  view  to  the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess 
underground  and  surface  waters ; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  the  advisability  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water 
uses. 

(33) TW  Mile  Creek,  Oregon; 

(34)  Aroostook  River  and  tributaries,  Maine; 

(Jjb'yBeaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oregon; 

(3  GySkinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Mannesville, 
New  York; 

( SiySteinhatchee  and  Fenholloway  Rivers,  Florida; 

(38 ^River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby 
authorized  to  allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or 
hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 
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1  any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  construction  of  small  flood-control 

2  projects  not  specifically  authorized  by  Congress,  and  not 

3  within  areas  intended  to  be  protected  by  projects  so  author- 

4  ized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 

5  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of 

6  the  Chief  of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable:  Provided , 

7  That  not  more  than  $100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose 

8  at  any  single  locality  from  the  appropriations  for  any  one 

9  fiscal  year:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  local 

10  cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 

11  Jime  22,  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply:  And  provided 

12  further,  That  the  work  shall  be  complete  in  itself  and  not 

13  commit  the  United  States  to  any  additional  improvement 

14  to  insure  its  successful  operation,  except  as  may  result  from 

15  the  normal  procedure  applying  to  projects  authorized  after 

16  submission  of  preliminary  examination  and  survey  reports. 

17  Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of 

18  August  18,  1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Flood 

19  Control  Act  of  1946,  is  hereby  further  amended  to  read 

20  as  follows: 

21  “That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  author- 

22  ized  to  allot,  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  here- 

23  after  made  for  flood  control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for 

24  any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue  work  or  in 

25  the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 


1  work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the 

2  strengthening,  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification 

3  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief 

4  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning  of  the  work  for 

5  flood  control.” 

6  Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  (39)$25,000,000  $65,000,- 

7  000  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  carrying  out 

8  improvements  under  this  title  by  the  Department  of  the 

9  Army,  and  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  additional  is  authorized  to 
10  be  appropriated  and  expended  in  equal  amounts  by  the  De¬ 
ll  partments  of  the  Army  and  Agriculture  for  carrying  out  an}7 

12  examination  or  survey  provided  for  in  this  title  and  any  other 

13  Acts  of  Congress  to  be  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 

14  Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby 

15  authorized  to  be  appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be 

16  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 

17  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  repair, 

18  restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and  other  flood- 

19  control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

20  recent  floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  destroyed  by 

21  later  floods,  including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modi- 

22  fication  of  such  works  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discre- 

23  tion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  functioning 

24  of  the  works  for  flood  control :  Provided,  That  local  interests 
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shall  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all  lands, 
easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  work  and 
shall  maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion 
in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers : 
Provided  further,  That  pending  the  appropriation  of 
said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from  exist¬ 
ing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized 
by  this  section,  such  appropriations  to  be  reimbursed  from 
said  emergency  fund  when  appropriated:  And  provided 
further,  That  funds  allotted  under  this  authority  shall  not 
be  diverted  from  the  unobligated  funds  from  the  appropria¬ 
tion  “Elood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  De¬ 
partment  Civil  Functions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific 
purposes. 

Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Elood  Control 
Act  of  1948”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  June  3,  1948. 

Attest:  JOHN  ANDREWS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  June  12  (legislative 
day,  June  1) ,  1948. 

Attest:  CARL  A.  LOEEELER, 

i 

Secretary. 
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$15,000,000  for  Federal  Works  Agency  and  a  -reposed  contract  authorization  In 
the  amount  of  $10,000,000  (S.Doc.  176)  (p.,8349).  ~~ -  '  ' 

22.  J^EION  TRADE  Passed,JO-lg,  with  anendnents  H.R.  S556,  to  extend  the  Tr/e 

-4?' T£t%hCtV-PP‘  A/  Passod  till  is  the  version  which  Jz  re- 

po^d  by  the  Finance  Comittoe  (see  Digest  104)  with  the  following  exXnents 
whic\were  adopted  on  the  floort  (l)  To  extend  the  act  fron  June  12,  yM4g  to 
Juno  3^.  19U9;  (2)  changing  the  phrase  "donestic  producers"  to  “doXtic  Indus- 
?7.pr°Vine  dike  or  similar  articles";  (3)  enabling  President  tXocced  with 
trade-ag^enent  negotiations  if  the. Tariff  Conr.ission  has  not  reXtcd  within 
120,^ toys,  Jnd  (H)  technical  perfecting  amendment  relating  to  lUt  of  items  sub- 
mitted  by  •^x'fesident  for  possible  modification  of  duties*  / 

,  Ejected \ree  amendments  by  Sen.  Barkley,  Ky.,  as  follXi  (l)  To  extend 
act  until  June  -<30,  1951>  4l-4g;  (2)  to  extend  act  until  Jude  30,  1950,  42-47* 
and  (3)  to  extern,  act  for  1  yeah  in  present  form,  43-46  (rip.  3347-2),. 

fenS*  Taft»  Butler’  Barkley,  end  ConnallyXere  auuointed  confer¬ 

ees  ip.  8348;.  .  Hou$}o  conferees  not  yet  aippointed. 

23.  ?A1  PROGRAM.  S.  2318, \the  long-range  /arm  program 11  was  made  tlie  unfinished 

Business. (pp.  8362,  8393).  sen.  Brewster,  Maine,  Submitted  for  himself  and 
Sens,  VJhite  (Maine),  Dworishak  ( Idaho) Johnson  (Polo.),  and  Downey  (Calif.) 

.  amendments  which  they  intend  to  propose  to  S.  ^318  (p.  S353). 

|24,  ARMY  CpIL.  JUNCTIONS  iiPPBOPRi^jlOlT  BILL,  194^*  Agreed  to  the  conference  re-port 

on  this  hill,  H.R.  5524  (pp.  8368—  62) «  This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the  Pres- 
.•  ident.  \  / 

-25*  B.C.  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949*  ..AgreWl  .fo  the  conference  report  on  this  hill, 

— .  I  ..y*- n43n  mlhia  hill.  wMl  now  .he  sent  to  the... President, 


26.  FLOOD  CONTROL,  Both  Houses  appointed  conferees  on  H.R.  64l9,  the  Rivers  and  Har¬ 
bors  and  Flood  Control  hill  for  1948  (pp.  S2l4,  8355), 


'B  ILLS  INTRO  DU  Cl 


27. 


Pil.  CE  CONTROL.  H.R.  69IS,  hy  Rep.'  Isricson,  N.yX  to  prevent  further  -price  in- 
)  ‘  Crcases  nnd  to  reduce  prurient  prices  to, price  leWls*  consistent  with” a  stable 

economy,  and  to  allocate  and  control  production  aX  distribution  to  the  extent 
necessary. to  distribute* equitably  commodities,  in-  sha^t.  supply  and  to  maintain 
stable  prices.  T0-  Banking  and.  Currency  Committee.  (\  8305.)  Remarks  of 
.  author  (pp.  A4056-8). 

28.  FEDERAL  SALARIES.,.  H.  R*  6917 ,  by  Rep.  Rees,  Fans.,  to  provide  a  temporary  in¬ 

crease  in  the  compensation  of  oficers  and  employees  of  theNpederal  Government 
.-  and  of-D.C.  municipal  government .  To  Post  Office  and  Civil\ervice  Committee, 

.  (p.  8305.)  See  Item  6.  '  ' 

.  — 

29. «  COMMITTEES/ .  .H. Con. Res*  217*  bv  Rep.  Carroll,  Colo.,  to  establishSfair  her, ring 

nrocedupes  for  congressional  Investigating  committees.  To  Rules  \mnittee. 

.  (p.  8* 

30.  AGRI^uXiPxjpal  COMMODITIES,  H.R,  6869  (see  Digest  105)  amends  the  Perisn^ble  Ag— 

■^J^^Btural  Commodities  Act-  so  as  to  include  as*  perishable  agricultural  aennod- 
Jajies  cherries  in  brine  end  floricultural  -products  as  defined  in  accordarffee 
with  trade .usages. 

w  X 

RECLAMATION.  S.  2858,  by  Sen.  Cain,  Nash.,  to  establish  a  reclamation  project' 
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21. 


CO] 


i\  (xmmmr  cobfoeaiioes  appeopmatioe  biu.,  m  reporting  this  -bin  ( see  Dige 

107),  the  Appropriations  Committee  made  the  following  amendments,  among  others; 

Reduced  from  $373,600  to  $223,600  the- amount  which  may  "be  paid  to 
Federal  Intermediate  Credit  Banks  for'  supervisory  or  other  services. 

*  Increased  the  amount  for  administrative  expenses  of  production  cr 
^rations  from  $1,350,000  to  .$1,500,000. 

educed  from  $60,000,000  to  $20,000,000  the  amount  of  productigA  credit 
corporations  capital  which  must  he  returned  to  the  Treasury. 

Pro$&ded_$150,000  additional  to  the  RACC  for  administrative  Expenses, 

The  committee  report  states  that  $100,00  of  this  was  included  in  view  of  the 
amendment  t\  the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Bill  regarding  reentry  of  the 
corporation  an  area  where  an  economic  emergency  or  production  disaster  has 
occurred,  and  $50,000  y/as  included  in  view  of  inclusion  of ^language  authorizing 
fur-farmer  loan 

Struck  out  tPke  la'nguage  which  would  increase  the  salary  of  the  FCA  Gover¬ 
nor  to  $12,000.  TK$  committee  report  states,  "It  is  t^e,  judgment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  such  provisions  should  not  he  included’ iiy  appropriation  hills. 
Furthermore  there  is  a\bill  pending  before  the  Congress  dealing  with  the  salar’ 
scale  of  all  Federal  employees."  Began  dehate  on  ,t'his  hill  (pp.  S3S3-93). 

17*  AU1IEISTRATIVE  PEOCEDURE;  Sft^AR,-  In  reporting  ^  2755  (see  Digest  105),  the 
Judiciary  Committee  amended \he  hill  to  strike  out  the  provision  exempting 
actions  under  the  Sugar  Control  Extension  Ag^  of  1947  from  certain .provisions 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure ^Act. 

/ 

1S^  INDIAN  RELIEF.  In  reporting  S,  26^$l  ( sej/  Digest  107) ,  the  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  Committee  amended  the  bill,\|M*ch  would  establish  a  Navajo-Hopi  Indian 
Administration  for  rehabilitation  of  mihese  Indians,  by  striking  out  the  pror- 
visions  which  would  transfer  extension  functions  to  the  Extension  Service  and 
forestry  functions  "to  the  Forest' #ervice> 

19.  INTERIOR  APPROPRIATE  BILL.  l/ reporting  t!ks  hill  (H.  R.  6705;  see  Digest 

107),  the  Appropriations  Committee  increased  reclamation  Bureau  $27,647,95^, 
and  Bureau  of  Land  Management  $668,135.  'The  ttffcal  increase  over  the  House 
figure  was  $46,486,507,  of  which  $11,343,000  was^dn  supplemental  estimates  not 

before  the  House.  Passed  this  hill  with  amendment^  (pp. 8369-88) .  Senate  con¬ 
ferees  appointed  (p.83S&).  House  conferees  not  yefW>pointed. 

20.  FOREIGN  AID  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  In  reporting  this  bill,  the  Appropriations 

Committee  increased  the  12-months  purchasing  power  of sQA  by  $1,175»000,000 

(pp.  -R646,  8355). 


4*  -  *■ 

APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  from  the  President  supplemental  appropriation  estimate 
for  this  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1949  as  follows!  ( 1  )^Foo txand—mputh  dis- 
ease  research  facilities,  $5» 500,000,  as  the  first  increment  oVa'  to tal  of 
$30,000, 00p  for  the  establishment  of  such  facilities;  (2)  $4,8^  (&,£bod~  damage* 
rcpaire  tq/ national  forest  improvements  and  facilities  in  Ore.,  Nplh . ,  Idaho, 
and  Mont,;  (3)  and  $492,000  for  Federal  cooperation  in  control  of  gulden  nema- 
tofle  %n  potato  and  tomato  producing  areas  (S.Doc.  174)  (p.  83  49)*  It 

Received  from  the  President  a  supplemental  appropriation  estimateSfor  194; 
fop  $31,800,000  to  finance  the  selective  service  program  to  he  established  by 
legislation  now  pending  (S.Doc.  175)  (p»  8349).  1  ** 

Received  from  the  President  a  supplemental  appropriation  estimate  for 
$2,393»45S.55  for  the  payment  of  claims  of  the  several  executive  departments' 
and  independent  offices  (S.Doc.  177)  (p.  8.349).  .  \  :  | 

Received  from' the  President  a  supplemental  apprcpr4*rti-cwi  estimate  for  19^ 
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House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  10  o’clock  a.  m. 

Tfl^Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera  Mont¬ 
gomery*.  D.  D.,  Offered,  the  following 
prayer: \ 

Eternal  btod,  our  Father,  whose  glory 
is  in  all  the  wqrld,  make  us  keenly  alive 
to  the  call  of  th^  day.  Grant  that  the 
enactments  of  Cohgress  may  be  wrought 
with  calmness  and  directive  wisdom,  and 
that  the  bonds  of  understanding  may 
grow  stronger  between  aH^sections  of  our 
country. 

Today  we  praise  Thee  for  d\jr  national 
emblem,  which  stands  for  lattf  aTQd  order, 
whose  every  thread  was  woven  m  . .sacri¬ 
fice  and  honor,  and  whose  colors  will 
never  run.  Grant,  O  God,  that  the  idtfcjs 
which  it  represents  may  more  and  more 


ments  to  school  districts  on  certain  projects 
during  their  construction  status; 

H.  R.  6419.  An  act  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  6716.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  ASairs  to  transfer  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Veterans’  Administration  center 
at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  for  the  use  of  the  University  of  Cali¬ 
fornia; 

H.  R.  6726.  An  act  to  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service -Act  to  provide  for,  foster,  and 
aid  in  coordinating  research  relating  to  den¬ 
tal  diseases  and  conditions,  and  for  other 
purposes;  and 

H.  Con.  Res.  129.  Concurrent  resolution 
providing  for  a  joint  committee  composed 
of  members  of  the  Senate  and  the  House 


obtain,  and  that  it  may  never  wave  above  Con?“itt!5e  to  make  an  inves- 

i. _ _ _  _  tigation  of  our  island  possessions  in  the 

anything  that  is  sordid  or  disioyal  or  be  Pacific  and  trust  territories  and  report  back 
handled  save  by  those  whose  hands  are  recommendations  for  legislation  providing 

fnr  r'i^kal  rrnTiorrminnt 
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clean  and  whose  hearts  are  strong. 

Turn  the  heart  of  our  Nation  away 
from  mistrust  and  groundless  murmur- 
ings  into  the  realm  of  faith  in  our  insti¬ 
tutions  and  our  way  of  life;  these  will  be 
our  best  defense.  In  our  Redeemer’s 
name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Saturday,  June  12,  1948,  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Frazier,  its  legislative  clerk,  announced 


for  ci>41  government. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  haft,  passed  bills  and'  joint  and 
concurrent  resolutions  of^tfie  following 
titles,  in  whieff  .the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested; 

29.  An  act  to  authorize  payment  of 
claims  based  on  los&of  or., damage  to  property 
deposited  by  aliejr  enemies; 

S.  1412.  An  afit  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Lor¬ 
raine  Malon^  \ 

S.  1955.  Ah  act  to  provide  for- the  acqui¬ 
sition  otrlites  and  the  preparation,  of  plans 
for  Federal  public  buildings  outside  the  Dis- 
tricUftf  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes; 

X 1969.  An  act  to  amend  the  Philippine  'He- 
that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend-  Jfabilitation  Act  of  1946  in  connection  with 
ments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the,/  the  training  of  Filipinos  as  provided  for  in 
House  is  requested,  bills  and  a  concurrent  title  III; 


resolution  of  the  House  of  the  following 
titles :  jr 

H.  R.  3889.  An  act  to  amend  Veterans  Reg¬ 
ulation  No.  1  (a) ,  parts  I  and  H,  as  amended, 
to  establish  a  presumption  of  spiwi06  connec¬ 
tion  for  chronic  and  tropical -diseases; 

H.  R.  4663.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  District  Court, of  the  United  States 
for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia  to  hear, 
determine,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claims  of  the  owners  in  fee  simple  of  the  land 
leased  to  the  United  States  by  the  city  of 
Macon,  Ga.,  fet  use  as  a  part  of  the  site  of 
Camp  Wheol'cr,  Ga.; 

H.  R.  5508.  An  act  to  amend  the  Veterans’ 
Preference  Act  of  1944  to  extend  the  benefits 
of  such  act  to  certain  mothers  of  veterans; 

H.  R.  6028.  An  act  to  authorize  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  for  pay- 


S.  2192.  An  act  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  so  as  to  permit  the  issuance 
of  free  passes  to  time  inspectors  of  carriers 
subject  to  part  I  of  such  act; 

S.  2217.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon 
the  joint  claims  of  Silas  Mason  Co.,  Inc.; 
Walsh  Construction  Co.;  and  Atkinson-Kier 
Co.; 

S.  2322.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  a 
part  of  war-housing  project  No.  Fla-8252-I 
to  the  Department  of  Public  Safety  of  the 
State  of  Florida; 

S.  2341.  An  act  to  authorize  an  increase  in 
the  annual  appropriation  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  of  the  Gorgas  Memorial 
Laboratory; 

"  S.  2359.  An  act  for  the  relief' of  Hayward  O. 
Brandon; 


S.  2401.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  military  justice  within  the  United 
States  Air  Force,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2460.  An  act  to  exempt  air  carriers  from 
statutory  provisions  requiring  payinents  for 
compensation  for  customs  employees’  over¬ 
time  services,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2676.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  convey  a  certain  parcel  of 
land  in  St.  Louis  County,  Minn.,  to  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Minnesota; 

S.  2692.  An  act  tnterminate  the  retirement 
system  of  the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  and  to  transfer  that  retirement 
fund  to  the  civil-service  retirement  and  dis¬ 
ability  fujafl; 

S.  27311.  An  act  to  credit,  in  certain  cases, 
military  service  and  training  preparatory 
thereto  performed  by  employees  of  the  postal 

service; 

S.  2739.  An  act  to  authorize  the  issuance  of 
a  stamp  commemorative  of  the  two  hun¬ 
dredth  anniversary  of  the  founding  of  the 
city  of  Alexandria,  Va.; 

S.  2767.  An  act  to  provide  assistance  in  the 
recruitment  and  distribution  of  farm  labor 
for  the  increased  production,  harvesting,  and 
preparation  for  market  of  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  to  meet  domestic  needs  and  foreign 
commitment; 

S.  2772.  An  act  to  provide  that  all  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Veterans’  Canteen  Service 
shall  be  paid  from  funds  of  the  service,  and 
for  other  purposes; 

S.  2794.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to  prescribe  the 
rates  of  pay  for  certain  positions  at  field 
installations; 

S.  2807.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to  contract  for 
certain  investigation  reports  in  connection 
with  insurance  claims; 

S.  2821.  An  act  to  provide  increases  of  com¬ 
pensation  for  certain  veterans  with  service- 
connected  disabilities  who  have  dependents. 

S.  2825.  An  act-  to  increase  the  rates  of 
service-connected  death  compensation  pay¬ 
able  itb-  certain  widows,  children,  and  de¬ 
pendent  parents  of  persons  who  served  in 
the  active  military  or  naval  service,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

S.  2829.  An  act  to  amend  the  Canal  Zone 
Code,  and  for  other  purposes; 

S.  2830.  An  act  to  extend  for  5  years  the 
authority  to  provide  fqr  the  maintenance  of 
a  domestic  tin-smelting  industry; 

S.  J.  Res:  226.  Joint  resolution  to  print  the 
monthly  publication  entitled  “Economic 
Indicators”; 

S.  J.  Res.  229.  Joint  resolution  to  change 
the  name  of  the  site  of  Foster  Creek  Dam 
on  the  Columbia  River  in  Washington  State 
to  Chief  Joseph  Dam;  and 

S.  Con.  Res.  56.  Concurrent  resolution  wel¬ 
coming  the  Inter-American  Bar  Association 
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to  the  United  States  for  its  conference  in 
Detroit,  Mich.,  in  May  1049. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  ordered,  That  the  Secretary  be 
directed  to  request  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  to  return  to  the  Senate  the 
bill  (S.  19)  entitled  “An  act  relating  to 
the  payment  of  fees,  expenses,  and  costs 
of  jurors.” 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  was  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
of  his  secretaries. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  wishes  to 
announce  that  he  will  receive  requests 
for  extension  of  remarks  but  not  for  any 
1 -minute  speeches.  \ 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HESS  asked  and  was  granted  per- 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  by  inserting  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio,  Sen¬ 
ator  Taft,  at  the  Union  League  Club 
in  Philadelphia. 

Mr.  BUFFETT  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record. 

Mr.  BUFFETT  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

CHALLENGE  TO  THE  LEADERSHIP 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  America  are  getting  fed  up  with 
double  talk  and  verbal  side-stepping. 

If  their  sons  are  to  be  conscripted  to 
police  the  world,  surely  the  fathers  and 
mothers  are  entitled  to  the  truth. 

They  should  be  told  in  clear  and  simple 
language  what  our  military  policy  is. 

Is  the  United  States  military  policy 
to  enforce  our  ideas  of  government  on 
every  land  in  the  globe  outside  of  the 
boundaries  of  Russia?  Then  the  boys 
who  will  die  for  that  policy  should  be  told 
that  truth  now. 

If  that  sort  of  irreligious  attempt  to 
supplant  God  is  not  the  policy,  I  chal¬ 
lenge  the  leadership  to  state,  in  plain 
English,  exactly  what  the  so-called  na¬ 
tional  defense  does  embrace.  Until  that 
statement  is  forthcoming  the  House 
should  not  even  consider  peacetime  con¬ 
scription. 

I  have  sought  the  facts  on  this  issue 
from  Secretary  of  Defense  Forrestal 
without  constructive  results. 

I  challenge  the  leadership  to  give  us 
the  truth. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MATHEWS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  an 
editorial. 

Mr.  ELLIS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  in  two  instances 
and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  an 
article  from  the  Washington  Post. 

Mr.  FARRINGTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  in¬ 
clude  an  article  on  the  fishing  industry 
of  Hawaii. 


Mr.  MULTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  in 
two  instances  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

I  am  advised  by  the  Public  Printer  that 
one  of  the  articles  I  wish  to  extend  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  limit  established  by  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing  and  will  cost  $110. 
Notwithstanding  the  excess,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  extension  may 
be  made. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  Objection  to 
the  requests  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  McCORMACK  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  in  two 
instances. 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  and  in- 
■  elude  letters  from  the  mayors  of  two 
Illinois  cities. 

Mr.  MADDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  iiy  the 
Appendix  and  include  an  article/from 
the  Gary  Postal  Union,  of  Gary,  Jfod. 

Mr.  BRADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  then?' objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentlepsan  from  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  was  no  obiectfon. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  POLICIES 

Mr.  BRADLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Washington  Stay  of  Junk  13  contains  an 
article  by  Mr,  Constantine  Brown  en¬ 
titled  “State  Department  Rules  as  Top 
Policy  Dictator.”  In  my  opinion,  this  is 
one  of  the  most  truthful  articles  ever 
published  concerning  our  present  State 
Department  operations.  I  quote  just  one 
paragraph : 

It  Is  within  the  province  of  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  our  foreign-policy  framers  say,  to 
spend  money,  but  it  is  not  their  job  even  to 
Inquire  where  and  how  the  money  and  ma¬ 
terials  are  to  be  obtained  from  the  145,000,000 
Americans  who  are  called  on  now  to  support 
the  rest  of  the  world. 


A  realization  that  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  operates  on  this  sort  of  phony  phi¬ 
losophy  helps  us  understand  many  of 
the  amazing  top-level  policies  and  ob¬ 
servations  of  the  past  few  years. 

I  have  placed  Mr.  Brown’s  article  in 
the  Appendix  of  the  Record  for  posterity 
to  study  in  its  research  into  the  strange 
customs  and  philosophies  of  our  twen¬ 
tieth  century. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  address 
the  House  for  15  minutes  on  Thursday 
of  this  week  following  the  legislative 
business  of  the  day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  since 
1-minute  speeches  have  been  eliminated 


for  today,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
extend  my  remarks  at  this  point  in  the 
Record  in  support  of  the  President’s  veto 
of  the  vicious  Bulwinkle  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

COMMUNICATION  PROM  THE  SENATE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  communication  from  the 
Senate;  which  was  read  by  the  Clerk; 

IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  be  directed  to 
request  the  House  of  Representatives  to  re¬ 
turn  to  JAe  Senate  the  bill  (S.  19)  entitled 
‘‘An  acj/relating  to  the  payment  of  fees,  ex¬ 
penses,'  and  costs  of  jurors.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  request  is  granted. 

/  There  was  no  objection. 

TREASURY-POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENTS 
APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6758)  mak¬ 
ing  supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1949, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
amendments,  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,  as  follows: 

Page  12,  line  19,  strike  out  all  after  “vio¬ 
lence”  down  to  and  including  "1947”  in  line 
23. 

Page  13,  line  7,  strike  out  all  after  “vio¬ 
lence”  down  to  and  including  ”1947”  in  line 
12. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table 


RIVERS  AND  HARBORS  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  1949 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and 
preservation  of  certain  public  works  on 
rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation, 
flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes, 
with  Senate  amendments,  disagree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  and  request 
a  conference  with  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan?  [After  a  pause.]  The  Chair  hears 
none  and  appoints  the  following  con¬ 
ferees:  Messrs.  Dondero,  Angell,  Wilson 
of  Indiana,  McGregor,  Whittington, 
Larcade,  and  Davis  of  Tennessee. 

CORRECTION  OF  RECORD  \ 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  correct  the  Rec?*. 
ord  of  Saturday,  June  12,  1948,  page  8197, 
in  three  places,  as  follows: 


1948 
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TATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  MAGNUSON  BE¬ 
FORE  THE  SUBCOMMITTEE  OP  THE  COM- 

SON  APPROPRIATIONS  ON  DE- 
5NT  OP  COMMERCE  BILL 

GNUSON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
made  by  him  before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  dealing  with  the  Department 
of  Commerce\bill  for  the  fiscal  year  - 1949 
which  appears  kn  the  Appendix.] 

NOTICE  OF  HEADING  BY  JUDICIARY  SUB¬ 
COMMITTEE  TO,  INVESTIGATE  IMMI¬ 
GRATION  AND  NATURALIZATION 

Mr.  REVERCOMB,  Mr.  President,  ■ 
pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  137,  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Senate  Subcommittee 
to  Investigate  Immigratio&and  Natural¬ 
ization  will  hold  hearingsXduring  the 
summer  months  beginning  JifUy  6,  1948. 

The  purpose  of-  the  hearings*ds  to  re¬ 
ceive  information  and  suggestions  per¬ 
taining  to  all  phases  of  our  immigAition 
system,  including  the  administrating,  of 
our  immigration  and  deportation  la^s 
and  practices  thereunder,  and  recor 
mendations  for  changes  in  the  laws. 

Any  person  or  organization  wishing  to 
testify  or  offer  information  to  the  sub¬ 
committee  may  do  so  by  notifying  Mr. 
Richard  Arens,  staff  director,  room  F-41, 
United  States  Capitol,  telephone.  Na¬ 
tional  3120,  extension  1618. 

authorization  for  report  from 

APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  be  authorized  to  re¬ 
port  during  the  recess  or  adjournment 
following  today’s  session,  House  bill  6801, 
the  foreign-aid  appropriation  bill,  which 
will  be  rgady  to  be  reported  then. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

PAYMENT  OF  REES,  EXPENSES,  AND  COSTS 
OF  JURORS — INDEFINITE  POSTPONE¬ 
MENT  OF  S.  19 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  lays  before  the  Senate  a  message 
from  the  House  returning  to  the  Senate 
in  compliance  with  its  request  the  bill 
(S.  19)  relating  to  the  payment  of  fees, 
expenses,  and  costs  of  jurors. 

A  similar  House  bill  having  passed  the, 
Senate,  without  objection,  Senate  bill 
is  indefinitely  postponed. 

ESTATE  OF  LEE  JONES  CARDY — VSl'O 
MESSAGE  (S.  DOC.  NO.  179)  7 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempoiylaid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  the  following  message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
which  was  read,  and,  with  the  accom¬ 
panying  bill,  referred  to,4he  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  and  ordered  to  be 
printed:  J 

To  the  United  State/ Senate : 

I  return  herewith  without  my  approval 
S.  252,  an  act  /Tor  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of  Lee  Jphes  Cardy.” 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  pay 
the  sum  of  $4,244  to  the  estate  of  Lee 
Jones  Cardy  in  settlement  of  all  claims 
of  such  estate  against  the  United  States 
as  compensation  for  the  death  of  the  said 
Lee  J6nes  Cardy  as  a  result  of  personal 
injuries  sustained  by  him  when  the  auto¬ 
mobile  in  which  he  was  riding  was  struck 
by  an  Army  vehicle  near  San  Diego, 
Calif.,  on  November  17,  1944. 


It  appears  that  on  the  date  in  question 
an  Army  truck  operated  by  an  enlisted 
man  on  official  business  was  driven  out 
of  the  main  gate  of  Camp  Callan,  Calif., 
onto  a  four-lane  roadway  with  the  north¬ 
bound  and  south-bound  lanes  separated 
by  an  island;  that  the  Army  driver  in¬ 
tended  to  proceed  in  a  northerly  direc¬ 
tion  but  instead  of  using  the  underpass 
which  leads  to  the  north-bound  lane  he 
entered  the  south-bound  lane  and  headed 
south  looking  for  an  opening  in  the  center 
island  which  would  permit  him  to  cross 
over  and  head  north  on  the  north-bound 
lane;  that  as  the  truck  proceeded  on  the 
west  or  outside  lane  the  driver  saw  what 
he  believed  to  be  an  opening  and  there¬ 
upon  made  a  sudden  left  turn;  that  at 
about  the  same  time  a  civilian  car,  owned 
and  operated  by  a  Mr.  Warren  H.  Thomp¬ 
son  and  in  which  Mr.  Cardy  was  a  pas¬ 
senger,  was  just  about  to  pass  the  Army 
truck,  with  the  result  that  the  Army 
truck  collided  with  the  Thompson  vehicle, 
knocked  it  into  a  tree  in  the  center  island 
where  it  overturned  and  Mr.  Cardy  was 
killed  instantly.  There  appears  to  be  no 
estion  but  what  the  accident  was  due 
toivthe  negligent  manner  in  which  the 
Armtf  vehicle  was  being  driven  and  jm at 
Mr.  Tjjardy  met  his  death  in  the  Iji^e  of 
duty  aod  not  as  a  result  of  hfs  own 
misconduct.  r 

At  the  tigne  of  the  accidentyMr.  Cardy 
was  in  a  duVy  status  as  chie£/pharmacist 
mate  in  theVLTnited  States  Navy.  He 
was  27  years  of  age  and  left  surviving  a 
25-year-old  willow,  Margaret  Marie 
Cardy,  a  2-year-dld  saffi,  Bruce  Lee  Car¬ 
dy,  and  a  depended^  mother,  Mrs.  Pearl 
M.  Cardy.  / 

By  reason  of  the  fast  that  Mr.  Cardy 
met  his  death  in  line  <k  duty  with  the 
Navy,  the  fo^owing  morletary  benefits 
have  been  awarded  under  Rjws  adminis¬ 
tered  by  t^  Veterans’  Administration  or 
the  Armyfi or  Navy:  \ 

(a)  J»rs.  Margaret  Marie  Cardy  was 
awarded  the  death  gratuity  benefit  by 
the $avy  (6  months’  pay)  which,  i\this 
cajBe,  was  in  the  amount  of  $756. 

/  (b)  The  Army  paid  a  claim  filed  with 
/it  which  represented  the  expenses  in- 
'  curred  in  connection  with  the  deceased’s 
burial  in  the  amount  of  $227.93. 

(c)  The  Veterans’  Administration  has 
awarded  death  compensation  to  Mrs., 
Margaret  Marie  Cardy,  effective  from 
November  18,  1944,  at  the  present  rate 
of  $78  per  month  on  her  account  and  on 
account  of  the  one  minor  child.  The', 
total  amount  of  such  compensation  paid; 
to  this  Mi’s.  Cardy  through  May  31,  1948, 
is  $3,024.17,  and  she  will  continue  to  re-> 
ceive  $78  per  month  under  the  present] 
law  until  her  death  or  remarriage,  or, 
until  the  allowance  for  the  minor  child 
is  discontinued  for  the  several  reasons 
provided  under  existing  law,  in  which 
latter  event  the  pension  rate  for  the 
widow  would  be  reduced  to  $60  per 
month.  (At  the  present  rate  she  would 
receive  $936  a  year.) 

(d)  The  Veterans’  Administration  has 
awarded  to  Mr.  Cardy’s  mother,  Pearl  M. 
Cardy,  death  compensation  effective 
from  January  31,  1946,  at  a  present 
monthly  rate  of  $54,  and  she  has  received 
a  total  amount,  through  May  31,  1948,  of 
$1,449.  The  present  rate  of  $54  will  be 


paid  to  her  during  the  period  that  she  is 
considered  by  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  as  the  dependent  mother  of  Mr. 
Cardy.  7 

Reference  is  made  to  the  fact  that  the 
widow,  Mrs.  Margaret  Marie  C&rdy,  has 
been  receiving  monthly  installments 
since  November  18,  1944.  on  a  $10,000 
Government  life  insurance'  policy  issued 
to  Mr.  Cardy,  and  through  June  16,  1948, 
she  had  received  payments  on  said  insur¬ 
ance  policy  aggregating  $1,556.60.  These 
monthly  installments  of  $36.20  will  con¬ 
tinue  until  the  amount  of  the  insurance 
policy  has  been  liquidated. 

Approval  of  this  measure,  awarding 
compensation  to  the  survivors  of  Lee 
Jones  Cardy,  in  addition  to  the  monetary 
benefits  that  have  been  or  will  be  paid 
to  them  as  dependents  of  a  member  of 
the  armed  forces  who  died  in  line  of 
duty,.- would  be  discriminatory  in  char¬ 
acter  in  that  it  would  grant  to  the  estate 
a  --special  benefit  denied  to  the  estates 
of  other  members  of  the  armed  forces 
where  the  facts  are  similar.  There  are 
no  circumstances  present  in  this  case 
that  would  warrant  singling  out  the  es¬ 
tate  of  this  one  member  of  the  armed 
forces  for  preferential  treatment.  There 
is  no  question  but  that  had  Mr.  Cardy 
been  a  civilian  his  estate  would  have 
been  entitled  to  relief  by  special  act,  but 
under  those  circumstances  the  estate 
would  not  have  received  the  several  ben¬ 
efits  hereinabove  enumerated  to  which 
the  dependents  of  deceased  members  of 
the  armed  forces  are  entitled. 

While  deeply  regretting  the  untimely 
death  of  Mr.  Cardy,  I  feel  obliged,  nev¬ 
ertheless,  for  the  reasons  set  forth  here¬ 
inabove,  to  withhold  by  approval  of  the 
measure. 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

.  ateft-SYTOi  U.; 1948.., 

CONSTRUCTION  WORK  ON  RIVERS  AND 
HARBORS 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preser¬ 
vation  of  certain  public  works  on  rivers 
and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  request¬ 
ing  a  conference  with  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendments, 
agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a 
conference,  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr. 
Revercomb,  Mr.  Malone,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr. 
McClellan,  and  Mr.  Holland  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  ■ 1 
CONVriWTOS,'  'TX* ’  FMl'HW  W-‘ • 8*WTA 

ROSA  ISLAND  TO  OKALOOSA  COUNTY, 

FLA.  V 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempofe  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  frfyn  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of^the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  3735)  to  author¬ 
ize  and  direct  the  Secretary  of  War\p 
donate  and  convey  to  Okaloosa  County^ 
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State  of  Florida,  all  the  right,  title,  and 
interest  of  the  United  States  in  and  to  a 
portion  of  Santa  Rosa  Island,  Fla.,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  requesting  a 
conference  with  the  Senate  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist  upon  its  amendments,  agree 
to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a  confer¬ 
ence  and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  wa$  agreed  to;  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  appointed  Mr. 
Saltonstall,  Mr.  IVTorse,  and  Mr.  Byrd 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
CERTAIN  BENEFITS  PAYABLE  UNDER 
LONGSHOREMEN’S  AND  HARBOR  WORK¬ 
ERS’  COMPENSATION  ACT— CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  President,  iNsubmit  a 
conference  report  on  Senate  bill  2237,  to 
increase  certain  benefits  payable  under 
the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Work¬ 
er’s  Compensation  Act,  and  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  for  its  immediate  con* 
sideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
conference  report  will  be  read; 

The  conference  report  was  read,  as 
follows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  2237) 
to  increase  certain  benefits  payable  under  the 
Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’  Com¬ 
pensation  Act,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  in¬ 
serted  by  the  House  amendment  insert  the 
following:  “That  subsection  (b)  of  section  6 
of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Harbor  Workers’ 
Compensation  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“‘(b)  Compensation  for  disability  shall 
not  exceed  $35  per  week  and  compensation 
for  total  disability  shall  not  be  less  than  $12 
per  week:  Provided,  however.  That,  if  the 
employee’s  average  weekly  wages,  as  com¬ 
puted  under  section  10,  are  less  than  $12 
per  week,  he  shall  receive  as  compensation 
for  total  disability  his  average  weekly  wages/ 
“Sec.  2.  So  much  of  subdivision  (c)  of  sec¬ 
tion  8  of  such  act,  as  amended,  as  precedes 
paragraph  (1)  thereof  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows :  ^  / 

“  ‘(c)  Permanent  partial  disability.:  In  case 
of  disability  partial  in  character.,  fcut  per¬ 
manent  in  quality  the  compensation  shall 
be  66%  percent  of  the  average  weekly  wages, 
which  shall  be  in  addition  .to  compensa¬ 
tion  for  temporary  total  disability  or  tem¬ 
porary  partial  disability  p^id  in  accordance 
with  subdivision  (b)  or  Subdivision  (e)  of 
this  section,  respectively,  and  shall  be  paid 
to  the  employee,  as  foUbws:’. 

“Sec.  3.  Subsections'  (a) ,  (b),  (c),  and  (e) 
of  section  9  of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Har¬ 
bor  Workers’  Condensation  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘“(a)  Reasop&ble  funeral  expenses  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $400y' 

“‘(b)  If  Jhere  be  a  surviving  wife  or  de¬ 
pendent  Itusband  and  no  child  of  the  de¬ 
ceased,  te  such  surviving  wife  or  dependent 
husband  35  per  centum  of  the  average  wages 
of  Vast  deceased,  during  widowhood,  or  de¬ 
pendent  widowerhood,  with  two  years’  com¬ 
pensation  in  one  sum  upon  remarriage;  and 
if  there  be  a  surviving  child  or  children  of 
the  deoeased,  the  additional  amount  of  15 


per  centum  of  such  wages  for  each  such 
child;  in  case  of  the  death  or  remarriage  of 
such  surviving  wife  or  dependent  husband, 
if  there  be  one  surviving  child  of  the  deceased 
employee,  such  child  shall  have  his  compen¬ 
sation  increased  to  35  per  centum  of  such 
wages,  and  if  there  be  more  than  one  surviv¬ 
ing  child  of  the  deceased  employee,  to  such 
children,  in  equal  parts,  35  per  centum  of 
such  wages  increased  by  15  per  centum  of 
such  wages  for  each  child  in  excess  of  one : 
Provided,  That  the  total  amount  payable 
shall  in  no  case  exceed  66%  per  centum  of 
such  wages.  The  deputy  commissioner  hav¬ 
ing  jurisdiction  over  the  claim  may,  in  his 
discretion,  require  the  appointment  of  a 
guardian  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  the 
compensation  of  a  minor  child.  In  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  such  a  requirement  the  appointment 
of  a  guardian  for  such  purposes  shall  not  be 
necessary. 

“  ‘(c)  If  there  be  one  surviving  child  of  the 
deceased,  but  no  surviving  wife  or  dependent 
husband,  then  for  the  support  of  such  child 
35  per  centum  of  the  wages  of  the  deceased; 
and  if  there  be  more  than  one  surviving  child 
of  the  deceased,  but  no  widow  or  dependent 
husband,  then  for  the  support  of  such  chil¬ 
dren,  in  equal  parts  35  per  centum  of  such 
wages  increased  by  15  per  centum  of  such 
wages  for  each  child  in  excess  of  one :  Pro-/ 
vided.  That  the  total  amount  payable  shaft 
in  no  case  exceed  66%  per  centum  of  syCh 
wages.  / 

“  ‘(e)  In  computing  death  benefits  the 
average,  weekly  wages  of  the  deceased  shall 
be  considered  to  have  been  not  more  than 
$52.50  nor  .less  than  $18,  but  the  t/Ha.1  weekly 
compensation  shall  not  exceed/the  weekly 
wages  of  the  deceased.’  / 

“Sec.  4.  Subdivisions  (a) ,  /a) ,  and  (c)  of 
section  10  of  the  Longshoremen’s  and  Har¬ 
bor  Workers’  Act/^s  amended,  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows :\ 

‘“(a)  If  the  injure^  employee  shall  have 
worked  in  the  employment  in  which  he  was 
working  at  the  timem  the  injury,  whether  for 
the  same  or  another  employer,  during  sub¬ 
stantially  the  whole  of  the  "year  immediately 
preceding  his  injury,  his  average  annual  earn¬ 
ings  shall  copyist  of  three  hun&fed  times  the 
average  daily  wage  or  salary  f&r  a  six-day 
worker  and  two  hundred  and  sixty  times  the 
average  .daily  wage  or  salary  for  a  five-day 
worker;  which  he  shall  have  earned  \n  such 
employment  during  the  days  when  s\  em¬ 
ployed. 

*'  ‘(b)  If  the  injured  employee  shall  not 
have  worked  in  such  employment  during  sub\ 

, -stantially  the  whole  of  such  year,  his  average's 
annual  earnings,  if  a  six-day  worker,  shall 
consist  of  three  hundred  times  the  average 
daily  wage  or  salary,  and,  if  a  five-day  worker, 
two  hundred  and  sixty  times  the  average  daily 
wage  or  salary,  which  an  employee  of  the 
same  class  working  substantially  the  whole  of 
such  immediately  preceding  year  in  the  same 
or  in  similar  employment  in  the  same  or  a 
neighboring  place  shall  have  earned  in  such 
employment  during  the  days  when  so  em¬ 
ployed. 

‘“(c)  If  either  of  the  foregoing  methods 
of  arriving  at  the  average  annual  earnings  of 
the  injured  employee  cannot  reasonably  and 
fairly  be  applied,  such  average  annual  earn¬ 
ings  shall  be  such  sum  as,  having  regard  to 
the  previous  earnings  of  the  injured  em¬ 
ployee  in  the  employment  in  which  he  was 
working  at  the  time  of  the  injury,  and  of 
other,  employees  of  the  same  or  most  similar 
class  working  in  the  same  or  most  similar 
employment  in  the  same  or  neighboring  lo¬ 
cality,  or  other  employment  of  such  em¬ 
ployee,  including  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
services  of  the  employee  if  engaged  in  self- 
employment,  shall  reasonably  represent  the 
annual  earning  capacity  of  the  injured  em¬ 
ployee.’ 

“Sec.  5.  Subdivision  (m)  of  section  14  of 
the  Longshoremen's  and  Harbor  Workers’ 


Compensation  Act,  as  amended.  Is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(m)  The  total  compensation  payable 
under  this  Act  for  injuries  shall  in  no j/e nt 
exceed  the  sum  of  $11,000:  Provided/ That 
this  subdivision  shall  not  apply  toy6ases  of 
permanent  total  disability  or  daath:  And 
provided  further,  That  in  cases  of  disability 
compensable  under  paragraph  >(21)  of  sub¬ 
division  (c)  of  section  8  thermal  compen¬ 
sation  for  such  disability,  aVcl  for  any  tem¬ 
porary  total  disability  or  Jramporary  partial 
disability  sustained  in  addition  thereto,  shall 
not  exceed  in  the  aggregate  the  sum  of 
$10,000.’ 

“Sec.  6.  The  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be 
applicable  only  to  injuries  or  deaths  occur¬ 
ring  on  or  after  tj/e  effective  date  hereof.” 
And  the  Houjb  agree  to  the  same. 

Joseph  H.  Ball, 

Irving  M.  Ives, 

Allen  J.  Ellender, 

Mayfigers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Gerald  W.  Landis, 

Max  Schwabe, 

Augustine  B.  Kelley, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Is 
'there  objection  to  the  present  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  conference  report  on  House  bill 
6430,  making  appropriations  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
other  activities  chargeable  in  whole  or 
in  part  against  the  revenues  of  such  Dis¬ 
trict  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1949,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  its  immediate 
consideration. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
conference  report  will  be  read. 

The  conference  report  was  read,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  committee  of  conference  ‘on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6430)  making  appropriations  for  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and  other 
activities  chargeable  in  whole  or  in  part 
against  the  revenues  of  such  District,  for  the 
,  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1949,  and  for  other 
^purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  con¬ 
ference,  have  agreed  to  recommend  and  do 
rebqmmend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows: 

Thsfct  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  5,  6,  7,  and  46. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  tit^  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1,  2,  3,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  15,  16,  17,  18, 
19,  21,  22,  23,,  28,  30,  31,  32,  35,  36,  38,  40, 
41,  42,  43,  44,  I'S*  47,  48,  and  49,  and  agree  to 
the  same.  \ 

Amendment  numbered  4:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposecKby  said  amendment 
insert  “$238,600”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same.  v 

Amendment  numbered  13:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  saiil  amend¬ 
ment  insert  “$420,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same.  \ 

Amendment  numbered  24:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree, 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows  5 


ARIMAL  IMPORTS.  Passed  without  amendment  S,  1447,  to  prohibit  inhumane  handling 
of  aninals  and  birds  in  their  importation'  (pp,  8673-4)  0  This  bill  will  now 
sent  to  the  President,  4  • 


SEIljijCTIYE  SERVICE.  Began  debate  on  E.  R,  6401,  the  selective-service  bil 

T67V99). 

RAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Received  the  conference  report  on  this  bill1  H„  R 

_ 


23. 


HOOD  C01TTR0L.  Received  the  conference  report  on  H,  R.  6419,  which  makes  addi¬ 
tional  authorizations  for  flood  control,  including  $10,000,000  for  this  De¬ 
partment  Q,ad  Army  Department  for  examinations  and  surveys  (pp.  8701-4), 


24.  TRANSPORTATION.  Received  the  Presidents  veto  message  on  S4  110,  to  authorize 

rate  agreements  among  carriers,  subject  to  ICC  approval  (/i.  Doc,  716)  (pp, 

3704-5)o 

25.  EORESTS.  The  Public  Lan^  Committee  reported  without/nmendment  S.  2617,  to 

include  certain  lands  in  “the  Carson  Rational  Pores IT.  Mex,  (H.  Rept.  2372) 
(p.  3706), 

26.  FARM  LABOR.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported/' with  amendments  S.  27^7,  to 

provide  assistance  in  recruitment  and  distribution  of  farm  labor  (K.  Rept. 
2379)(p.  370S). 

27.  PORE  STS.  The  Public  Lands  Committee^  reported  with  amendment  S.  1243,  to  pro¬ 

vide  for  payment  of  revenues  of  cort\i/i  lands,  including  some  in  the  Mt,  Hood 
Rational  Porest,  into  the  tribal  func$\of  the  Conf ederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm 
Springs  Reservation,  Oreg,  ( H.  Rept/  2J%&) (p.  '3703). 


m 


28. 

. 

29. 


30. 


31. 


32. 


E1IATE 

OLEOMARGARINE  TAXES.  Sen.  Butter,  Rebr.,  subletted  an  amendment  which  he  in¬ 
tends  to  propose  to  H*R,  2245*,  to  repeal  the  tag:  on  oleomargarine  (p*  8585). 

FORE  I C-R  TRADE.  Sen. ;  Typings ,  Md. ,  inserted  a  Baltimore  Sun  editorial,  "Ominous 
Implications  of  the  Tariff  Compromise"  (p»  8537)* 

ELE  CTRIF IC  AT  I  OR .  Sen/ Butler,  Rebr.,  inserted  Custer  County  (Rebr.)  power  dis¬ 
trict  resolutions  jfequesting  distribution  of  power  by  the  Reclamation  Bureau 
in  Rebr.  (p*  853* 


CREDIT  URIORS.  .-  Concurred  in  the  House  -amendment  to  S.  2225,  Ho '  transfer '  admin¬ 
istration  0 f /the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act  to  the  Federal  Security  Agency  (p. 
8612).  Th^jg  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President.  ‘  \ 

FOOD  A1ED  JfeUGS.  Conferees- were  appointed  on  H.R.  4071,  to  amend  the  Federal 
Food,  jfug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  so  as  to  authorize  enforcement  of  the  in  cases 

of  adulteration  or  misbranding  of  goods  held  for  resale, .  a.nd  seizure >of  ^uch 
goo$s  not  only  while  in  interstate  commerce  but  while  being  held  for  s^le  tep< 
8pi2— 3).  House  conferees  apnointed. June  lo  (see  item  6). 

ART ' PROGRAM. '  Continued  debate  on  S.  2313,  the  long-range  farm  program  Bill 
(pp.  8613-30).  Agreed  to  the  following  amendments  to  the  committee  substitute: 
Several  perfecting  amendments  reported  by  the  Committee  vpp*  Sb„3  23) • 

An  amendment  by  Sen.  Aiken,  Vt.,  to  extend  CCC  under  the  Delaware  charter 


\  until  June  30,  194q  (ppc  8623-4),'  W  , 

By  Sene.. Will ians  (Del.)  and  lyes  (N,Y.)  to  provide  that  any  price- suppoj 
Program  for  poultry  shall  also  cover  broilers  and  ducks  (pp*  8624-$) 

3y  Sen,  Downey,  Calif,  (for  himself  and'  Sen.  Pepper,  Fla.),  to  indue 
thekpolicy  declaration  a  statement  on  assistance  in  the  retention  of  foreign 
outlets  for  farm  commodities  (p*  8624).  *  f 

Sen.  Magnuson,  Wash.,  to  provide  .that  if  nonexpended  Sec.  32  y^pronria- 
tions  do  not  exceed  $300  million,  CCC.may,  under  certain  conditions/^ carry  out 
operations,  to  support  prices  of  perishable,  nonbasic  commodities  the  extent 
that  reserves  are  available  (p»  8’6'25)» 

By  SendBreweter ,  Maine,  to  provide  price  support  for’  Iri^K  potatoes  be¬ 
tween  6 0$  and *^0$  after  Dec.  3*1 »  1948  (pp0  8625-6) 

3y  Sen*.  Sp^gisman,  Ala.,  to  exclude  cotton  produced  in  tj£e  U.S,  but  stored 
'  overseas  from  th\aetermica..t ion  of  the  normal  supply  (pn,  jib 28— 9). 

Dejected  an  a^or.dimcnb  by  Sen.  Sparkman j.  Ala,  ,  to  provide  that"  cotton  pro¬ 
ducers,  najr  veto  marketing  quotas  whenever  supplies  are  ^normal "  or  above  and 
■the  average  farm  prine  for  three  successive  months  do^S  not  exceed  90$  of  par¬ 
ity  (p6  8629) »  ,  The  bill  presently  provides  70$  of  na 

An  amendment  is  pending  by  3en<%  Cooper,  Ky.  (£5r  himself  ahd  Sen.  Barkley, 
Ky.)  ,  regarding  cotton  (p p.,  S629-30). 

•Sen^  Russell,  Ga. submitted  an  amendment  i &  the  nature' of  a  substitute 
which  is  identical  with  H.R.  6248,  "the  so-called  Hope  bill  for  the  extension 
of  the  present  agricultural  program,"  viiich  hfcs  already  passed  the  House.  It 
woul d  also  include  an  amendment  continuing  0CC  and  the  Federal  administration 
of  AGP.  /  (p.  8630.).  / 

Sen.  Canper,  Hans..,  inserted  a  telegram  from  the  Farm  Bureau  Federation 
urging  passage  of  S.  2318  (p.  8584). 

Sen.  Ty dings,  Md« ,  submitted  an  Amendment  which  he  intends  to  "oropose  (for 
himself  and  Sen.  O’ Conor,  Md.)  to  S.  2318  (p.  8B86) 


34,  FLOOD  CO  IB?  ROD..  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R.  64l9,  the  omnibus  flood- 
control  bill,  which  contains  an  authorization  for  appropriations  of  $10,000,000 
•for  this  Department  and  the  Army  Department  to  carry  out  flood  control  examin- 
.  ations  or  surveys  provided  for  in  the  bill  (u, 


.8613) . 


Passed 

Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
rie'rs  '(pp.  8580-610) . 


■r  t^TTr e side nt7  s ' '  v 6  to  ”^3-257"$ .  110,  to . amend  the! 

■  as  to  authorize  certain  ra.te  agreements  between  car- 


36 


DISASTER  LOADS.  Paa^od  without  amendment  S.  2S77,  to  authorize  RFC,  through  the 
Disaster  Loan  Corporation,  to  make  disaster  loans  uP  to\25, 000,000  with  a  10- 
yoar  repayment  .period,  especially  for  housing,  in  the  OreVwash*.  flood  area 
(pp,  0630-1).  f.  ■  .  •  ■  It 

Tho  "Daily  Digest 11  states  that  the  Pub?  ic  Works  Connitt&p  agreed 'to  report, 
with  amendments,  S,  2831,  "to  authorize  Secretary  of  National  defense  for  1 
year  to  coordinate  emergency  activities  of  Federal  agencies  ih  disaster  areas,, 
and  to  authorize  $10  million  for  that  purpose"  (tu  D663)..  The  bill  was  later 
■reported  ( S.Rept .  172S)  (p.  85S5).  J 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 


37*  FRO  PERT  r  MUTACEMENT..  H.R.  6965,  by  Rep  * .  Riehlnan,  N.Y. ,  to  create  a 

Property  Office.  To  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  Committee. 
,  o*708).  Remarks  of  author  (rro.  A4l63-4). 


38.  HOUSING  H.R.  6959,  by  Rep.  Angell-,  Ore.,  "to  amend  the  National  Housing  Act 
io  Banking  and  Currency  Committee.,  (p.  8708.) 
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Jepresentatives  announcing  its  dis¬ 
agreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  4071)  to  amend 
sections  301  (k)  and  304  (a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Fbpd,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as 
amendecL  and  requesting  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

Mr.  CAPf$HART.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  insist* 1'  upon  its  amendments, 
agree  to  the  request  of  the  House  for  a 
conference  and  that  the  Chair  appoint 
the  conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  Cape- 
hart,  Mr.  Reed,  Mr.  Moore,  Mr.  Johnson 
of  Colorado,  and  Mr.  McMahon  conferees 
on  the  part of  the.  Senate. 
CONSTRUCTION  WORK  ON  RIVERS  AND 
HARBORS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  a  conference  report  on  House  bill 
6419,  authorizing  the  construction,  re¬ 
pair,  and  preservation  of  certain  public 
works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navi¬ 
gation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent  for 
its  immediate  consideration. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
conference  report  will  be  read. 

The  conference  report  was  read,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6419)  authorizing  the  construction,  repair, 
and  preservation  of  certain  public  works  on 
rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses,  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ment  numbered  25. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered,  1,  2,  4,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14, 
16,  16,  17,  18,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  26,  27,  28,  29, 
33,  34,  35,  36,  37,  38,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3 :  That  the  House 
.recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
strike  out  the  words  “in  accordance  with  the 
report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  March 
8,  1948”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  "House  Document  Numbered  682, 
Eightieth  Congress;”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
strike  out  the  figures  "568”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  figures  “668”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  19 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  19,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
strike  out  the  words  “his  report  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  19,  1948”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  “House  Document  Numbered  643, 
Eightieth  Congress”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
change  the  period  to  a  comma  and  add  the 
following:  “and  the  authorization  for  the 
Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased 
accordingly.”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  31:  That  the  House 
recede  from  ts  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 


ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  31,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
strike  out  the  words  “his  report  dated  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1947”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “House  Document  Numbered  651, 
Eightieth  Congress”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
on  page  10,  lines  10  and  11,  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate,  strike  out  the  following 
“at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  him”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  39 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows : 
strike  out  the  figure  “65,000,000”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following  figure  “62,000,- 
000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Chapman  Revercomb, 

George  W.  Malone, 

Edward  Martin, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 
Geo.  A.  Dondero, 

Earl  Wilson, 

J.  Harry  McGregor, 

Homer  D.  Angell, 

Will  M.  Whittington, 
Hennry  D.  Larcade,  Jr., 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  immediate  consideration 
of  the  conference  report? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 


Dfi  cpn 


CORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Record  of 
yesterday  be  corrected  on  page  8539.  The 
Record  reads : 

If  I  may  accept  the  criterion  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Idaho,  I  suppose  I  have  con¬ 
cealed  information. 

It  should  read; 

If  I  were  to  accept  the  criterion  ofr'egnduct 
suggested  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Idaho 
I  would  conceal  information  vital  to  the 
matter  under  discussion.  This,  of  course, 

I  could  not  do.  , 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  cor¬ 
rection  will  be  made. 

JUDICIAL  CODE  AND  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  DONNELL.  Mr.  President,  on 
page  8108  of  the  Congressional  Record 
of  June  12  of  this  year,  there  appear, 
among  other  things,  in  the  course  of  re¬ 
marks  made  by  myself,  the  following  two 
sentences  having  to  do  with  H.  R.  3214: 

Extensive  hearings  were  held,  at  which 
various  controversial  matters,  and  particu¬ 
larly  one  controversial  matter,  relating  to  the 
Tax  Court,  where  heard.  As  a  net  result  of 
the  facts  so  developed,  it  was  concluded  by 
the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  that  it  was  advisable  to  with¬ 
draw  from  House  bill  3214  all  provisions  by 
which  the  Tax  Court  would  be  placed  under 
the  judiciary. 

Mr.  President,  in  making  that  state¬ 
ment  I  was  in  error.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
as  a  net  result  of  the  facts  developed  at 
the  hearings  it  was  concluded  by  the 
subcommittee  of  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  that  there  should  be  retained 
in  House  bill  3214  the  various  provisions 
by  which  the  Tax  Court  would  be  placed 
under  the  judiciary. 


Subsequently,  however,  when  the  mat¬ 
ter  was  presented  by  the  subcommittee 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  it  be¬ 
came  obvious  that  it  was  impossible  to 
secure  the  passage  on  the  Consent  Cal¬ 
endar  of  this  very  important  bill  if  the 
provisions  with  respect  to  the  Tax  Court 
were  to  be  retained  in  it. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  subcommittee,  uniting  with 
the  other  members  of  the  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  who  were  pres¬ 
ent,  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
advisable  and  proper  that  the  provi¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  the  Tax  Court 
should  be  withdrawn  from  H.  R.  3214. 

Mr.  President,  the  fact  is  that  the  sub¬ 
committee,  of  which  I  had  the  honor  to 
ie  chairman,  in  its  own  conclusion  de- 
;ermined  that  the  Tax  Court  should  be 
eft  in  the  bill.  The  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  itself,  with  full  approval  of  the 
three  members  of  the  subcommittee,  in¬ 
cluding  myself,  determined,  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  stated,  that  the  Tax  Court  provi¬ 
sions  should  be  withdrawn.  In  the  in¬ 
terests  of  accuracy,  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  make  this  statement.  I  may  say 
that  the  provisions  with  relation  to  the 
Tax  Court  were  withdrawn  from  the  bill 
as  passed. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  asked  and  obtained 
consent  to  be  excused  from  attendance 
on  the  sessions  of  the  Senate  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  today  and  all  day  tomorrow. 
LONG-RANGE  AGRICULTURAL  PROGRAM 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  2318)  to  provide  for  a  co¬ 
ordinated  agricultural  program. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  for  the  benefit  of  Members  of  the 
Senate  that  it  is  our  intention  to  continue 
in  session  until  at  least  9  o’clock  on  the 
farm  program  bill,  which  is  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business.  The  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  has  been  very  patient  while  privi¬ 
leged  matters  have  been  considered. 
The  afternoon  has  been  taken  away  from 
him,  but  I  hope  that  Senators  will  give 
this  bill  their  attention  so  that  it  may 
be  expedited. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  in  support 
of  the  farm  program  bill  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate. 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  has  been  at  work  for  months 
on  this  measure.  We  have  discussed  the 
need  for.,  and  content  of  a  long-range 
program  with  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  we  haye  held  public  hearings  not 
only  here  in  Washington  but  across  the 
country,  we  hXve  written  and  rewritten 
the  several  sections  which  we  thought 
should  go  into  a  lqng-range  bill,  and  we 
have  finally  agreedKppon  S.  2318  and  re¬ 
spectfully  present  iV.to  the  Senate  for 
consideration. 

This  is  much  more  thap  simply  anoth¬ 
er  bill.  It  is  a  summary  of  all  our  ex¬ 
perience  and  study  in  the  farm  program 
field  over  the  last  decade.  &ood  legisla¬ 
tion  grows.  This  is  that  kind  of  legisla¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  first  general  agricultural 
bill  which  has  been  before  the  Senate 
since  we  enacted  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938.  It  is  specifically 
related  to  that  and  other  farm  legis 
tion  now  in  effect  with  a  view  of  round¬ 
ing  out,  as  for  as  possible  at  this  time,- 
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a  coordinated,  well-balanced  agricultural 
program. 

The  bill  in  its  present  form  is  some¬ 
what  different  from  the  bill  which  was 
introduced  by  members  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  on  March  15,  1948.  In  the 
bill  originally  introduced  there  was  a 
provision  which  would  make  it  optional 
with  farmers  to  accept  the  old  parity 
formula  or  the  new  parity  formula  which 
is  now  based  on  the  ten-year  moving 
average.  After  much  discussion  the  com¬ 
mittee  concluded  to  stick  to  one  formula 
rather  than  two.  I  understand  that  an 
amendment  will  be  submitted  to  the 
Senate  in  an  effort  to  restore  the  option 
to  growers  to  take  either  the  present 
parity  formula  or  the  new  one  provided 
for  in  the  pending  bill.  If  and  when  such 
an  amendment  is  presented,  I  expect  to 
support  it,  because  it  was  at  my  instance 
that  the  original  bill  included  that 
language. 

The  bill  streamlines  and  continues 
what  we  are  now  doing  in  the  agricultural 
field.  As  I  have  already  said,  its  roots  go 
a  long  way  back.  Some  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  legislative  items  which  have  con- 
contributed  to  our  agricultural  program 
are  worth  recalling. 

It  started  with  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  and  Farm  Credit  Acts  of  1933.  It 
was  under  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1933  that  farmers  first  found  an 
opportunity  to  work  together  in  order 
to  stabilize  their  prices  and  bring  sup¬ 
plies  in  line  with  demand.  Then  the 
Congress  enacted  the  Soil  Erosion  Act 
of  1935,  the  act  under  which  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service  presently  operates. 
There  were  other  acts  amending  or  sup¬ 
plementing  these  basic  acts — for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  Bankhead  Cotton  Act  of  1934, 
the  Kerr  Tobacco  Act  of  1934,  the  Jones- 
Costigan  Sugar  Act  of  1934,  and  the  De- 
Rouen  Rice  Act  of  1935. 

Then  the  processing  tax-benefit-pay¬ 
ment  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1933  were  invalidated  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  January  1936. 
Shortly  thereafter  the  Congress  passed 
the  Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic  Al¬ 
lotment  Act,  which  extended  the  original 
Soil  Erosion  Act  by  the  addition  of  sec¬ 
tions  7  to  17,  authorizing  an  agricultural 
conservation  program  and  shifting  em¬ 
phasis  in  the  agricultural  adjustment 
field  from  temporary  acreage  adjust¬ 
ment  to  soil  conservation  and  improved 
farm-management  practices. 

We  then  started  to  work  trying  to 
write  a  new  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act. 
This  resulted  in  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938  which  continued  and 
amended  the  conservation  legislation, 
authorized  the  establishment  of  acreage 
allotments  and  marketting  quotas  on 
cotton,  wheat,  corn,  tobacco,  rice,  and 
(later)  peanuts,  authorizing  the  making 
of  loans  by  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  on  agricultural  commodities,  and 
provided  for  the  establishment  of  4  re¬ 
gional  research  laboratories  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  finding  new  uses  and  markets  for 
agricultural  products  and  byproducts. 

Let  me  say  at  this  point,  Mr.  President, 
that  I  participated  in  the  drafting  as 
well  as  the  passage  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938.  I  was  fortunate 
at  that  time  in  being  appointed  a  mem¬ 


ber  of  a  subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry. 
That  committee  made  a  tour  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  the  facts  gathered  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  formed  the  basis  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938. 

This  act,  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  was  the  last  piece  of 
really  broad-scale  agricultural  legislation 
which  the  Congress  has  considered  and 
enacted.  Meanwhile,  there  have  also 
been  other  acts  relating  or  adding  to  the 
agricultural  program — the  Bankhead- 
Jones  Farm  Tenant  Act  of  1937,  the  sev¬ 
eral  acts  authorizing  further  research  or 
increased  extension  activities,  including 
our  most  recent  act  for  strengthening 
work  in  the  research  field  and  giving  in¬ 
creased  emphasis  to  marketing  work, 
the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946. 

Much  of  the  legislation  I  have  been 
talking  about  centered  around  our  great 
staple  or  basic  commodities,  but  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  not  forgotten  or  overlooked  the 
nonbasic  or  more  perishable  commodi¬ 
ties.  Section  32  of  Public  Law  320,  Sev¬ 
enty-fourth  Congress,  appropriate^' 
funds  for  each  fiscal  year  equal  to  30 
percent  of  the  customs  receipts  for  agri¬ 
cultural  purposes;  and,  following  '  the- 
Supreme  Court  decision  in  January  1936, 
the  Congress  reenacted  and  revised  all 
of  the  earlier  marketing-agreeihent  leg¬ 
islation  in,  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937. 

It  was  under  those  several  acts  that 
our  agricultural  program  was  being  oper¬ 
ated  when  we  found  ourselves  faced  with 
World  War  II.  Tp  further  strengthen 
the  agricultural  program  and  to  meet 
our  wartime  needs,  the  Congress  passed, 
and  the  President  approved  on  July  1, 
1941,  the  so-called  Steagall  amendment. 
It  was  under  that  amendrnefct  and  re¬ 
lated  legislation  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  was  directed  to  support 
prices  for  the  producers  of  the  basic  and 
specified  nonbasic  agricultural  coq-imodi- 
ties  at  various  rates,  finally  at  90  percent 
of  their  parity  or  comparable  price!  for 
all  of  the  basic  and  Steagall  commodities 
except  cotton,  for  which  the  final  rate 
was  92  percent  of  parity.  Those  sup-  *, 
ports  were  to  run  for  2  years  following 
the  actual  end  of  hostilities,  and  all  of 
us  are  aware  that  the  termination  date  of 
this  legislation  has  now  been  definitely 
fixed  as  December  31,  1948. 

Senate  bill  2318  streamlines  and  con¬ 
tinues  what  we  are  now  doing,  but  it  is 
not  in  itself  a  complete  farm  program. 
Many  of  the  things  we  desire  in  a  farm 
program  are  provided  for  by  legislation 
already  in  effect,  and  some  of  them  are 
provided  by  separate  proposed  legislation 
which  the  Congress  must  finally  pass  be¬ 
fore  adjournment,  especially  the  bill  pro¬ 
viding  a  Federal  charter  for  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  point  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  understand  that  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Aiken]  will  submit  an 
amendment  providing  for  continuing 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for 
at  least  another  year. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield,  let  me  say  that  is  cor¬ 
rect.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  safe  thing 
to  do  is  to  add  to  this  bill  an  amend¬ 


ment  continuing  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  another  year,  because 
although  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  charter  bill  may  be  acted  on 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
may  go  to  conference,  we  simply  cannot 
afford  to  take  the  risk  of  having  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  go  out 
of  business  on  July  1.  / 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  have  understood 
that  the  bill  rewriting  the  charter  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  ^.Corporation,  which 
the  Senate  passe<J<  is  now  pigeonholed 
in  the  House  Banking  and  Currency 
Committee.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.'  I  would  not  say  it  is 
pigeonholed.  They  are  talking  of  acting 
on  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  At  any  rate,  it  is 
still  there. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  But  they  are  talking  of 
amending  it  to  such  an  extent  that  I 
fear  it  would  be  difficult  for  the  House 
arid  the  Senate  to  get  together  regard¬ 
ing  it  during  the  time  remaining  in  this 
'  session. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then  I  repeat  that 
in  order  to  make  our  program  complete, 
as  it  has  been  in  the  past,  it  will  be  nec¬ 
essary  that  we  revitalize,  as  it  were,  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  if  we  are 
to  obtain  the  support-price  conditions 
which  are  outlined  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Actually,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  Senate  bill  2318  has  two  general 
objectives.  The  first  is  that  it  provides 
for  the  coordination  of  agricultural  pro¬ 
grams,  especially  conservation  activities, 
at  the  national,  the  State,  and  the  county 
levels.  Second,  the  bill  provides  for  ag¬ 
ricultural  commodities  a  flexible  price- 
support  program  which  takes  into  ac¬ 
count  changes  in  supplies  and  is  specifi¬ 
cally  designed  to  obtain  fair  prices  for 
farm  products  and  assure  abundant  pro¬ 
duction.  We  believe  that  Senate  bill 
2318  not  only  will  benefit  farmers,  but 
also  will  aid  in  stabilizing  our  national 
economy  at  a  satisfactory  high  level. 

Title  I  of  the  bill  is  concerned  prima¬ 
rily  with  the  coordination  and  adminis¬ 
tration  of  agricultural  programs,  and 
-  especially  with  the  general  reorganiza¬ 
tion  and  administration  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  conservation  program  and  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service. 

To  begin  with,  section  101  provides  for 
combining  into  a  single  “Bureau  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  \  Conservation  and  Improve¬ 
ment”  thPvfunctions  presently  assigned 
to  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the 
Agricultural  \  Conservation  Programs 
Branch,  Production  and  Marketing  Ad¬ 
ministration,  as  well  as  other  functions 
deemed  by  the  Secretary  to  be  principal¬ 
ly  related  to  soil  conservation  and  im¬ 
provement.  This  is  in  line  with  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture. 

The  assignment  of  the' .  new  agency 
would  also  include  those  aspects  of  the 
program  of  the  Department '"which  re¬ 
quire  direct  dealing  with  farmers,  except 
for,  first,  educational,  informational, 
and  demonstrational  features,  which 
would  be  exercised  through  the  Exten¬ 
sion  Service;  second,  research  and  inves¬ 
tigational  features,  which  would  be  car¬ 
ried  out  through  the  State  agricultural 
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stead  of  $144,862,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Bouse. 

'.Amendment  No.  20  appropriates  $15,313,000 
fqr  pay  and  allowances  of  the  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  Instead 
of  l$14,400,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  21  adjusts  a  total. 

Amendment  No.  22  appropriates  $132,- 
000,000  for  General  Expenses,  Marine  Corps 
Instead  of  $130,000,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $134,700,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  23  reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  I 

Amendment  No.  24  appropriates  $3,965,000 
for  Salaries,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  instead 
of  $3,64^,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$4,289,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  25  appropriates  $1,207,000 
for  Salaries,  Office  of  Naval  Research,  instead 
of  $l,152,6oo  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,262,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  26  appropriates  $69,000*  — 
for  Salaries.  Office  of  Naval  Records  and  Li¬ 
brary,  instead  of  $60,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $78,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  27  appropriates  $305,300 
for  Salaries,  Office  of  Judge  Advocate  Gen¬ 
eral,  instead  pf  $294,300  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $316,300  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

AmendmentVNo.  28  appropriates  $1,225,000 
for  Salaries,  Ofice  of  Chief  of  Naval  Opera¬ 
tions,  instead  o^  $1,125,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  $1,325,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  29  appropriates  $38,000  for 
Salaries,  Board  of. Inspection  and  Survey,  in¬ 
stead  of  $36,000  is  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $40,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  30  appropriates  $4,532,000 
for  Salaries,  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel,  in¬ 
stead  of  $3,870,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $5,194,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  3t  appropriates  $6,208,500 
for  Salaries,  Bureau  Of  Ships,  instead  of  $5,- 
715,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $6,702,- 
000  as  proposed  by  tha  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  32  appropriates  $3,012,600 
for  Salaries,  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  instead  of 
$2,757,600  as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $3,- 
267,600  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  33  appropriates  $4,385,000 
for  Salaries,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Amounts, 
Instead  of  $3,960,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $4,810,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  34  appropriates.  $1,046,200 
for  Salaries,  Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery, 
instead  of  $970,200  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $1,122,200  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  35  appropriates  $2,087,500 
for  Salaries,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  in¬ 
stead  of  $2,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $2,175,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  36  adjilsts  the  total  for 
Salaries,  Navy  Department  at  $32,611,100  in¬ 
stead  of  $30,111,100  as  proposed  by  the  House 
and  $35,111,100  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD — HDUSE 

‘ 


8701 


employment  of  personnel  in  the  Bureau  of 
Ships  and  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  during 
the  fiscal  year  1949  in  such  sums  as  the/3ec- 
retary  may  determine.  The  managers  oh  the 
part  of  the  House  will  move  to  recepe  and 
concur. 

Amendment  No.  40  relates  to  t hfi  use  of 
funds  for  making  time-measuring  studies, 
payments  of  premiums  and  reward/; and  work 
done  in  naval  establishments. /The  man¬ 
agers  on  the  part  of  the  House  //ill  move  to 
recede  and  concur  with  an  amendment. 

Charles  A.  I*tuMLEY, 

Noble  J.  Johnson, 

Walter  CA’loeser, 

Errett  P/  Scrivner, 

Albert  f.  Engel, 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Albert  Thomas, 

Joe  Hendricks, 

George  Andrews, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

AUTHORIZING  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS 

AND  HARBORS  FOR  NAVIGATION, 

FLOOD  CONTROL,  AND  FOR  OTHER 

PURPOSES 

Mr.  DONDERO  submitted  the  follow¬ 
ing  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  har¬ 
bors  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Conference  Report 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
6419)  authorizing  the  construction,  repair, 
and  preservation  of  certain  public  works  on 
rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  con¬ 
trol,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their 
respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  .the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  25. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  1,  2,  4,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16, 
17,  18,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  26,  27,  28,  29,  33,  34, 
35,  36,  37,  38,  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
Strike  out  the  words  “in  accordance  with  the 
report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  March 
8,  1948.”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “House  Document  Numbered  682, 
Eightieth  Congress;”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5:  That  the  House 


_  _  _  _ _ _  _____  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 

Amendment  No.  37  appropriates  $1,100,000  '  ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree  to 
for  Contingent  Expenses  as  proposed  by  the  °»v,o«/rmon+.  0=  fniinws 


Senate  instead  of  $1,000,000  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  38  and  39  strike  from  the 
bill  language  proposed  by  the  House  to  for¬ 
bid  employment  of  members  of  labor  or¬ 
ganizations  wh^ch  are  not  in  compliance  with 
the  Labor-Management  Relations  Act,  1947. 

Amendment  No.  40  reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  4 

Amendment  No.  41  corrects  a  section 
number. 

amendments  in  disagreement 

Amendment  No.  16  authorizes  the  use  of 
the  appropriation,  Maintenance,  Bureau  of 
Yards  and  Docks,  for  expenses  incident  to 
transferring  offices  of  the  Navy  Department 
between  buildings  as  the  seat  of  govern¬ 
ment.  The  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  will  move  to  recede  and  concur. 

Amendment  No.  23  authorizes  the  balances 
of  the  appropriation  Increase  and  Replace¬ 
ment  of  Naval  Vessels  to  be  used  for  the 


the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
Strike  out  the  figures  “568”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  figures  “668”;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  19:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  19,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
Strike  out  the  words  “his  report  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  19,  1948”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  “House  Document  Numbered  643, 
Eightieth  Congress”;  and  the  Senate  agree 
to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
Change  the  period  to  a  comma  and  add  the 
following:  “and  the  authorization  for  the 
Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  in&reased 
accordingly.”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the 
same. 

Amendment  numbered  31:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 


ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  31,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows! 
Strike  out  the  words  “his  report  dated  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1947”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “House  Document  Numbered  651, 
Eightieth  Congress”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
On  page  10,  lines  10  and  11,  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senate  strike  out  the  follow¬ 
ing  “at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles  sat¬ 
isfactory  to  him”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to 
the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  39:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows: 
Strike  out  the  figure  “65,000,000"  and  Insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following  figure  “62,- 
000,000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same, 
George  A.  Dondero, 

Earl  Wilson, 

J.  Harry  McGregor, 

Homer  D.  Angell, 

Will  M.  Whittington, 

Henry  D.  Larcade,  Jr., 
Clifford  Davis, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Chapman  Revercomb, 

George  W.  Malone, 

Edward  Martin, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  oil  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authorizing 
the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of 
certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors 
for  navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other 
purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying 
conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amend¬ 
ments,  namely: 

As  the  bill  passed  the  House  the  follow¬ 
ing  projects  were  included  under  Title  I, 
Rivers  and  Harbors: 

Items  (sec.  101,  unless  otherwise  indicated ) 


Doc.  No. 

(80th 

Cong.)1 

Cost, 

new 

work 

Annual 

mainte¬ 

nance 

H.  553.. 

$85, 700 

$1,000 

H.  555.. 

41,  500 

1,500 

H.  552.. 

18, 300 

500 

H.  566.. 

35,000 

4, 000 

H.  196— 

1,000 

H.600- 

760,000 

1,000 

S. 15__. 

176, 000 

7, 000 

H.379- 

21, 000 

1,200 

H.  272.. 

82, 000 

5,000 

H.273_. 

40,000 

2, 000 

H.  380— 

16,  400 

1,000 

H.  381 _ 

77,000 

2,000 

H.  580.. 

31, 600 

2, 000 

H.  420— 

28,600 

1,000 

H.601- 

153, 000 

8,200 

H.  545.. 

1,730,000 

82, 800 

H.  422.. 

32,  500 

3,000 

H.421.. 

196,000 

3,000 

H.  559.. 

80, 000 

12, 000 

H.  561.. 

5, 057, 000 

219,  500 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine _ 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor, 

Maine. _ 1 

Buzzards  Bay  to  Butter¬ 
milk  Bay,  Mass - - - 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass... 

Taunton  River,  Mass - 

Provincetown  Harbor, 

Mass _ _ _ _ - 

Point  Judith  Harbor  of 

Refuge,  R.  I _ 

Westcott  Cove,  Conn - 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Conn.. 

Roekhall  Harbor,  Md . 

Channel  from  Kent  Island 
Narrows  to  Wells  Cove, 

Chester  River,  Md. 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Md— _ 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay, 

Md. 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower 
Maehodoo  River,  Va. 

Deep  Cj-eek,  Warwick  Co., 

Va. 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Va., 
southern  branch  of  Eliz¬ 
abeth  River. 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  N.  C__ 

Inland  Waterway,  Beau¬ 
fort  to  Cape  Fear  River, 
including  waterway  to 
Jacksonville,  N.  O. 

St.  Andrew  Bay,  Fla.  .... 

Galveston  Harbor,  Gal¬ 
veston  Channel,  and 
Houston  ship  channel. 

1  H  indicates  House  document;  S  indicates  Senate 
document. 
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Items  (sec.  101,  unless  otherwise 
indicated)  — Continued 


Doc.  No. 

Cost, 

Annual 

(80th 

new 

mainte- 

Cong.) 

work 

nance 

Port  Aransas-Oorpus 

H.  560.. 

$2, 250, 000 

$100, 000 

Christi,  Tex. 

Grand  Traverse  Bay, 

H.  546- 

316, 200 

3,500 

Mich. 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  N.  Y _ 

H.  632.. 

390, 000 

Pillar  Point,  Halfmoon 

H.  644. _ 

4, 500, 000 

43, 800 

Bay,  Calif. 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor, 

H.586.. 

4,000 

190,000 

Calif. 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar, 

H.650.. 

70,  000 

3,000 

Oreg. 

Umpqua  Harbor  and 

S.154... 

34, 600 

500 

River  at  Winchester 
Bay,  Oreg. 

Channel  at  Charleston, 

H. 646.. 

349, 300 

4, 500 

South  Slough,  Oreg. 

Coos  and  Millieoma 

S.  124... 

310, 000 

19,000 

Rivers,  Oreg. 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oreg.. 

S.93— 

114, 500 

Smith  River,  Oreg . . 

S.  94 

96,100 
3, 605, 700 

11,  500 
103, 700 

Grays  Harbor,  Wash _ 

Baltimore  Harbor,  Md. 
(sec.  102). 

H. 635.. 

Modification  of  Neches- 

Angelina  Rivers  project, 
Texas  (sec.  103). 

Total. . . 

20, 887, 900 

652, 200 

List  of  projects  added  to  title  I  of  the  bill 
by  Senate  amendments  to  "which  the  House 
concurred : 


Items  added  (sec.  101) 


Doc.  No. 

(80th 

jCong.) 

Cost, 

new 

work 

Annual 

mainte¬ 

nance 

Winyah  Bay,  S.  C _ 

1  0 

Gulfport  Harbor,  Miss  ... 

$496,  900 

$108, 000 

Harrison  County,  Miss., 

H.  682— 

1,  133,  000 

shore  protection. 

Mississippi  River  at  Fort 

H.  661.. 

56,200 

1,000 

Madison,  Iowa. 

Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wis... 

H.  668.. 

17, 000 

500 

Oswego  Harbor,  N.  Y _ 

7,  838,  000 

28,400 

Bayou  Carlin,  La . 

15,000 

Total . 

9,  556, 100 

137,  900 

i  Modification  of  previously  authorized  project  at 
saving  of  $137,000. 


Title  II — Flood  control 
List  of  projects  in  bill  as  passed  by  House: 
Items  (sec.  203) 


Docu¬ 

ment 

No. 

(80th 

Cong.) 

Estimated 

cost 

Arkansas  River  Basin,  at  Car- 

H.  445.. 

$740, 000 

thage  and  Monett,  Mo. 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to 

200,  000 

certain  highway  bridges  across 
the  Arkansas  River. 

Rock  River  at  South  Beloit,  Ill. 

H.  112.. 

100,  000 

Henderson  River,  111 _ _ 

H.  245_. 

1, 520, 000 

Mississippi  River  in  vicinity  of 

H.  599.. 

1, 680, 000 

Aitkin,  Minn. 

Redstone  Creek,  Pa...  ..  _ 

II.  301.. 

1, 015, 000 

Ohio  River  at  Rosielare,  Ill _ 

S.  125.. 

500, 000 

Tonawanda  Creek,  N.  Y . . 

Genesee  River  (Canaseraga 

S.  46... 

565, 000 

H.  206.. 

165,  000 

Creek),  N.  Y. 

Clinton  River  (Red  Run),  Mich. 

H.  628.. 

1, 010, 000 

Reno  Beach-Howards  farm  area. 

H.  554.. 

330, 000 

Ohio. 

Santa  Clara  River,  Calif. ..  . 

H.  443.. 

4,  960, 000 

Gila  River  Basin,  Tucson,  Ariz... 

H.  274.. 

2, 390,  000 

Mississippi  River  below  Cape 

H.  627.. 

7, 700, 000 

Girardeau,  Mo. 

Total . . . 

22, 875, 000 

List  of  projects  added  to  title  II  of  the 
bill  by  Senate  amendments  to  which  the 
House  concurred: 


Items  added  (sec.  203) 


Docu¬ 

ment 

No. 

(80th 

Cong.) 

Author¬ 
ization  in 
biU 

Lackawaxen  River,  Pa _ _ 

W  ilkes-Barre-Hanover  Township,. 
1  ^  a. 

Central  and  southern  Florida _ 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to 
certain  highway  bridges  across 
the  Arkansas  River,  Ark. 
Bradens  Bend,  Okla.. . _ 

H.  113.. 

H.  643„ 

$6, 150, 000 
250,000 

16, 300, 000 
1  100, 000 

1, 000, 000 
2, 000, 000 

3, 000, 000 

Red  River  of  the  North,  N.  Dak., 
Minn.,  and  S.  Dak. 

Miners  Bend,  Nebr.  and  S.  Dak.. 
Detroit  Reservoir,  Oreg.  (power 
features). 

L’Anguille  River,  Ark . 

Rio  Grande,  N.  Mex . . . 

H.  651- 

2, 000, 000 
3, 500,  000 

34, 300, 000 

Total _ 

1  In  addition  to  $200,000  included  in  bill  as  passed  by 
House. 


The  following  is  an  explanation  of  each 
of  the  Senate  amendments,  some  of  which 
cover  minor  amendments: 

AMENDMENT  NO.  1,  WINYAH  BAY,  S.  C. 

Item  adopts  new  project  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Mod¬ 
ification  of  the  existing  project  by  a  cut-off 
27  feet  deep  and  not  less  than  400  feet  wide 
across  the  base  of  the  point  to  the  present 
turning  basin  in  Sampit  River  and  a  branch 
channel  27  feet  deep  and  not  less  than  200 
feet  wide  from  the  upstream  end  of  the 
cut-off  downstream  to  existing  and  prospec¬ 
tive  terminals  on  the  sharp  bend  at  George¬ 
town  in  lieu  of  the  intercepted  reach  of  the 
authorized  channel  that  follows  the  river 
along  the  Georgetown  City  water  front,  and 
maintenance  of  the  intercepted  reach  of  the 
river  to  a  depth  of  18  feet  and  width  of  400 
feet. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  con¬ 
struction  :  Construction  of  the  proposed  plan 
will  present  a  saving  to  the  United  States 
of  $137,000  over  that  of  the  existing  author¬ 
ized  project. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  2,  GULFPORT  HARBOR,  MISS. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows:^ 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Mod¬ 
ification  of  the  existing  project  for  Gulfport 
Harbor,  Miss.,  to  provide  for  a  depth  of  30 
feet  in  the  anchorage  basin,  a  channel  30  feet 
deep  and  220  feet  wide  from  the  basin  across 
Mississippi  Sound  to  Ship  Island  bar,  and  a 
channel  32  feet  deep  and  300  feet  wide  across 
Ship  Island  bar  to  deep  water  in  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico,  generally  in  accordance  with  the  plan 
of  thfe  district  engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  con¬ 
struction:  $496,900. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  3,  HARRISON  COUNTY,  MISS., 
SHORE  PROTECTION 

Item  adopts  new  project  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement :  Adop¬ 
tion  of  a  project  by  the  United  States  author¬ 
izing  Federal  participation  toward  the  struc¬ 
tural  repair  of  the  Harrison  County  sea  wall 
and  its  protection  by  the  construction  of  a 
beach,  300  feet  wide,  from  Biloxi  lighthouse 
to  Henderson  Point,  a  distance  of  about  24 
miles.  In  addition,  local  interests  will  ac¬ 
complish  reconstruction  of  drainage  facilities 
and  comply  with  the  following:  (1)  Adopt 
the  afore-mentioned  plan  of  improvement 
including  repairs  and  alterations:  (2)  submit 
for  approval  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  de¬ 
tailed  plans  and  specifications  and  arrange¬ 
ments  for  prosecuting  the  entire  improve¬ 


ment  prior  to  the  commencement  of  such 
work;  (3)  provide  all  necessary  lands,  ease¬ 
ments,  and  rights-of-way  for  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  the  work;  and  agree  to  (a)  maintain 
the  sea  wall  and  drainage  facilities,  and  the 
beach  by  artificial  replenishment,  during  the 
useful  life  of  these  works  as  may  be  required 
to  serve  their  intended  purpose;  (b)  hold 
and  save  the  United  States  free  from  all 
claims  for  damages  that  may  arise  either  be¬ 
fore,  during  or  after  prosecution  of  work; 
(c)  remedy  water  pollution  that  would  en¬ 
danger  public  health;  and  (d)  assure  per¬ 
petual  public  ownership  of  the  beach  and  its 
administration  for  public  use  only. 

Federal  participation  in  first  cost  for 
construction:  $1,133,000. 

Total  estimated  first  cost  for  construction : 
$2,368,000. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  the  United 
States:  None;  all  to  be  assumed  by  local 
interests. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  insert  the  document  number. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  4,  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  AT  FORT 
MADISON,  IOWA 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement :  Modi¬ 
fication  of  the  existing  project  for  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  between  the  Missouri  River 
and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  provide  for  (1) 
a  small-boat  basin  and  harbor  of  refuge  at 
Fort  Madison,  Iowa,  to  be  secured  by  con¬ 
structing  a  breakwater  and  dredging  the 
protected  area  and  entrance  channel  to  a 
project  depth  of  5  feet  and  (2)  a  dredged 
approach  channel  9  feet  deep  to  a  site  for 
a  river-borne  freight  terminal  at  Fort  Madi¬ 
son;  both  Improvements  to  be  accomplished 
in  general  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the 
district  engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  new 
work:  $41,200  for  the  small-boat  harbor, 
and  $15,000  for  the  commercial  harbor. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  S,  PORT  WING  HARBOR,  WIS. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  That 
the  existing  project  be  modified  to  provide 
for  abandonment  of  the  extension  of  the 
return  pile  revetment  at  the  inner  end  of 
the  east  pier,  the  construction  of  the  revet¬ 
ment  on  the  east  bank  facing  the  entrance, 
and  the  inner  channel  with  a  depth  of  15 
feet.  It  is  also  recommended  that  it  be 
further  modified  to  provide  for  two  inner 
channels  8  feet  deep,  extending  easterly  and 
southerly  1,170  and  340  feet,  respectively, 
from  an  irregular-shaped  turning  basin  15 
feet  deep  at  the  inner  end  of  the  piers. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States:  $17,000. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  inserting  "668”  in  lieu  of  "568”  as  the 
document  number. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  6,  OSWEGO  HARBOR,  N.  Y. 

Item  adapts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  ex¬ 
isting  project:  (1)  A  breakwater  approxi¬ 
mately  parallel  to  shore  extending  easterly 
from  the  existing  east  arrowhead  breakwater, 
10  feet  above  low-water  datum  for  2,300 
feet  and  to  12  feet  above  low-water  datum 
for  2,600  feet;  (2)  removal  of  approximately 
1,020  feet  of  the  inner  end  of  the  existing 
east  arrowhead  breakwater;  and  (3)  a  chan¬ 
nel  250  feet  wide  extending  easferly  and  ter¬ 
minating  in  an  irregularly  shaped  basin  at 
the  easterly  end  of  the  harbor,  all  to  a  project 
depth  of  18  feet  in  earth  and  19  in  rock;  all 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the 
district  engineer  and  with  such  modifications 
as  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  and  the  Chief  of  Engineers  may  be 
deemed  advisable. 
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Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  new 
work:  $7,838,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  7,  INTRACOASTAL  WATERWAY 

FROM  THE  CALOOSAHATCHEE  RIVER  TO  THE 

ANCLOTE  RIVER,  FLA. 

The  item  adopts  a  new  section  which 
modifies  the  existing  project  to  the  extent 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized 
to  utilize,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Venice, 
any  of  four  routes  described  in  the  Act,  the 
existing  route  being  included  in  the  list. 
The  item  provides  that  the  cost  to  the  United 
States  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  route. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  8 

Change  in  section  number. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  9,' BAYOU  CARLIN,  LA. 

This  item  authorizes  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  in  the  prosecution  of  the  existing 
project,  to  protect  the  piers  of  the  railway 
bridge  crossing  at  Delcambre,  La.  Estimated 
cost,  $15,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  10 

Provides  for  the  printing  of  river  and  har¬ 
bor  laws  relating  to  rivers  and  harbors  passed 
since  June  25,  1938,  for  the  use  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  11 

Item  provides  that  not  to  exceed  $5,000 
annually  of  the  funds  appropriated  for  rivers 
and  harbors  shall  be  available  for  the  sup¬ 
port  and  maintenance  of  the  Permanent  In¬ 
ternational  Commission  of  the  Congresses  of 
Navigation  and  for  the  payment  in  amounts 
approved  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  properly  accredited  delegates 
of  the  United  States  to  the  meetings  of  the 
Congresses  and  of  the  Commission.  This 
provides  an  increase  of  $2,000  over  the 
amount  provided  under  existing  law. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  12 

Item  provides  that  the  dam  site  known  as 
Foster  Creek  Dam  on  the  Columbia  River, 
Wash.,  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief 
Joseph  Dam. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  13 

Provides  for  change  in  section  number. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  14 

Item  provides  for  a  preliminary  examina¬ 
tion  and  survey  of  Quilcene  Bay  Harbor, 
Wash. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  IS 

Provides  for  a  change  in  section  number. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  16,  LACKA  WAXEN  RIVER, 
DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN,  PA. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Pro¬ 
vides  for  construction  of  an  earth-fill  dam 
94  feet  high  on  Dyberry  Creek  2.7  miles  above 
the  mouth  to  control  a  drainage  area  of  65 
square  miles  and  provide  a  reservoir  with  a 
capacity  of  20,800  acre-feet;  construction  of 
an  earth-fill  dam  102  feet  high  on  the  Lacka- 
waxen  River,  just  above  Prompton  which 
would  create  a  reservoir  with  a  capacity  of 
19,200  acre-feet;  and  the  removal  of  the  three 
small  dams  at  Honesdale.  (Removal  of  these 
dams  has  been  accomplished  by  local  inter¬ 
ests.) 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  con¬ 
struction:  $12,150,000. 

The  sum  of  $6,150,000  is  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  partial  accomplishment  of 
this  project. 

House  conferees  concur. 


AMENDMENT  NO.  17,  WILKES-BARRE  AND  HAN¬ 
OVER  TOWNSHIP,  PA.,  SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER 

BASIN 

Item  adopts  new  project  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Rais¬ 
ing  a  low  portion  of  the  embankment  at 
Wilkes-Barre  an  additional  2  feet  by  embank¬ 
ment  or  low  concrete  wall  for  a  distance  of 
7,400  feet  between  Old  River  Road  and  Union 
Street. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  con¬ 
struction:  The  project  has  been  completed 
at  a  cost  of  $3,538,000.  The  cost  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  work  proposed  is  $250,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  18,  JAMES  RIVER  BASIN,  VA. 

Item  provides  that  preparation  of  plans 
or  construction  shall  not  be  undertaken  on 
the  Gathright  Reservoir  and  the  Falling 
Springs  reregulating  dam  on  Jackson  River, 
Va.,  heretofore  authorized,  until  completion 
of  review  of  the  project  to  determine  the 
desirability  of  its  construction  at  the  present 
time,  and  a  finding  of  the  proper  local  con¬ 
tribution  on  the  basis  of  benefits  to  be  de¬ 
rived  for  water  supply,  pollution  abatement, 
and  other  conservation  purposes. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  19,  CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN 
FLORIDA 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Pro¬ 
vides  for  levees,  channel  works,  and  control 
structures  at  lake  outlets  in  the  St.  Johns 
and  Kissimmee  areas;  for  increased  levee 
protection  around  Lake  Okeechobee  and  en¬ 
largement  of  its  outlets,  the  Caloosahatchee 
and  St.  Lucie  waterways;  for  enlargement  of 
existing  drainage  canals,  and  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  new  canals  and  levees  and  pumping 
plants,  for  control  of  water  in  the  Everglades 
area;  and  levees  and  channel  work  for  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  area  along  the  east  coast. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  con¬ 
struction:  $171,041,000. 

Amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for 
partial  accomplishment  of  said  plan  by  this 
amendment,  $16,300,000. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  inserting  the  document  number. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  20,  ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

This  item  provides  that  the  second  para¬ 
graph  under  the  heading  “Arkansas  River 
Basin”  in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to 
provide  in  the  Canton  Reservoir  on  the  North 
Canadian  River  one  hundred  and  seven  thou¬ 
sand  acre-feet  of  irrigation  and  water  supply 
storage  (including  approximately  sixty-nine 
thousand  acre-feet  for  irrigation  and  thirty- 
eight  thousand  acre-feet  for  municipal 
water  supply  for  Enid,  Oklahoma,  to  be  util¬ 
ized  in  accordance  with  section  8  and  sec¬ 
tion  6,  respectively,  of  the  Flood  Control  Act 
of  December  22,  1944  (Public,  534,  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress)),  upon  the  condition  that 
when  siltation  of  the  reservoir  shall  encroach 
upon  the  flood  control  authorized  by  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July  24,  1946, 
and  the  authorization  for  appropriation  for 
the  Arkansas  River  Basin  is  hereby  increased 
accordingly.” 

AMENDMENT  NO.  21,  APPROACHES  TO  CERTAIN 
BRIDGES  ON  ARKANSAS  RIVER 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  contains 
a  modification  of  existing  projects  for  flood 
protection  on  the  Arkansas  River  which  were 
authorized  by  section  10  of  the  Flood  Control 
Act  approved  December  22,  1944.  That  mod¬ 
ification  is  intended  to  reestablish  the  gen¬ 
eral  distribution  of  Federal  and  local  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  first  cost  of  alterations  to 
highway  bridges  and  approaches  at  Morril- 
ton  and  at  Van  Buren-Fort  Smith,  as  set 
forth  in  House  Document  No.  447,  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress.  The  present  estimated 
cost  of  these  alterations  is  $571,000.  United 
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States  Highways  64  and  71  are  strategic  high¬ 
ways  and  State  Highway  No.  9  is  a  second¬ 
ary  Federal-aid  road.  Due  to  changes  in 
design  of  the  structures,  channel  changes 
caused  by  floods,  and  the  emergency  nature 
of  accomplishing  these  alterations  in  a  sat¬ 
isfactory  manner  at  an  early  date,  the  com¬ 
mittee  believes  that  a  Federal  contribution 
to  the  modifications  on  a  basis  of  approxi¬ 
mately  50  percent  is  desirable  and,  therefor, 
recommends  that  the  figure  in  the  House 
bill  be  raised  from  $200,000  to  $300,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  22,  BRADENS  BEND,  ARKANSAS 
RIVER 

Item  adopts  as  an  emergency  measure,  a 
plan  for  bank  protection  and  control  works 
at  Bradens  Bend,  Okla.,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $1,000,000.  The  right  bank  of  the 
Arkansas  River  has  been  actively  sloughing 
into  the  stream  since  1900.  Active  bank 
caving  is  now  taking  place  downstream  from 
the  existing  riprap.  The  branch  line  of  the 
Kansas  City  Southern  Railroad  has  been 
abandoned  because  of  the  bank  caving,  and 
United  States  Highway  No.  271  relocated  out 
of  the  area  since  it  was  severed.  There  now 
remains  about  3,500  feet  between  the  pres¬ 
ent  bank  line  of  the  Arkansas  River  and  the 
Poteau  River.  An  existing  draw  between 
the  Poteau  and  Arkansas  Rivers  would  pro¬ 
vide  a  pilot  channel  for  the  Arkansas  River 
to  change  its  course  into  the  Poteau  River, 
forming  a  double  channel  and  isolating  up¬ 
ward  of  7,300  acres  of  high  quality  culti¬ 
vated  farm  land  comprising  45  farm  units. 
This  would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on  con¬ 
struction  of  the  authorized  navigation  proj¬ 
ect  at  a  later  date. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  23,  RED  RIVER  OF  THE  NORTH 
DRAINAGE  BASIN,  MINN.  AND  N.  DAK. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Pro¬ 
vides  for  channel  clearing,  enlargement  and 
realinement  and  construction  of  levees  and 
flood  walls  along  certain  sectors  of  the  main 
stem  and  of  its  major  tributaries  in  Minne¬ 
sota  and  North  Dakota  and  construction  of  a 
multiple-purpose  reservoir  with  the  dam  at 
mile  38.6  on  the  Otter  Tail  River,  Minn. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  con¬ 
struction:  $9,928,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

The  sum  of  $2,000,000  is  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  partial  accomplishment  of 
this  project. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  24,  MISSOURI  RIVER  IN  VICINITY 
OF  MINERS  BEND,  NEBR.  AND  S.  DAK. 

Item  adopts  as  an  emergency  measure  the 
following  project: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  The 
proposed  project  consists  of  a  system  of  dikes 
and  revetments  to  control  erosion  and  pre¬ 
vent  loss  of  farm  lands  from  caving  banks  in 
Ponca  and  Miners  Bends  on  the  Missouri 
River  over  a  distance  of  about  9  miles.  Con¬ 
struction  of  about  6  miles  of  revetment  and 
5,000  linear  feet  of  dikes  is  contemplated. 
The  project  ties  into  the  bluff  line  in  Ponca 
Bend  well  above  the  critical  area. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for 
construction:  $3,000,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  25,  SOUTH  PLATTE  RIVER  AND 
TRIBUTARIES,  COLO.,  WYO.,  AND  NEBR. 

Item  adopts  new  project  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  Pro¬ 
vides  for  the  construction  of  the  following 
works  of  improvement:  (a)  Reservoir  at  the 
Chatfield  Dam  site,  (b)  Continuous  levee  sys¬ 
tem  along  the  South  Platte  River,  between 
the  Chatfield  Dam  site  and  St.  Vrain  Creek, 
(c)  Channel  improvements  along  South 
Platte  River  below  St.  Vrain  Creek,  (d)  Chan¬ 
nel  improvement  and  related  works  at  Boul¬ 
der,  Colo.,  and  (e)  Levee  and  appurtenant 
works  at  Erie,  Colo. 
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Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for 
construction:  $49,432,000. 

Senate  recedes. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  26,  DETROIT  RESERVOIR,  ON 

NORTH  SANTIAM  RIVER,  WILLAMETTE  RIVER 

BASIN 

Item  provides  for  the  installation  of  gener¬ 
ating  facilities  at  the  Detroit  Dam  and  the 
construction  of  a  reregulating  reservoir.  The 
Detroit  Reservoir  is  one  of  the  elements  of 
the  system  of  flood  control  and  multipurpose 
reservoirs  in  the  Willamette  River  Basin.  It 
is  advantageously  located  with  respect  to  a 
power  market  area,  and  a  major  transmission 
network  exists  in  that  vicinity.  The  needed 
additional  power-generating  capacity  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest  is  critical  and  will  become 
more  acute  in  the  next  few  years.  The  pror 
posed  power  installation  would  generate 
443,100,000  kilowatt-hours  annually  which 
would  have  a  value  of  $1,657,000.  The  ratio 
of  benefits  to  costs  is  1.57  to  1.0. 

The  total  estimated  Federal  cost  for  the 
installation  of  power  facilities  including  a 
reregulating  dam  at  Detroit  Reservoir  is 
$19,030,000.  Additional  monetary  authori¬ 
zation  for  this  work  need  not  necessarily  be 
included  in  the  bill  since  the  available  mon¬ 
etary  authorization  for  the  comprehensive 
plan  for  the  Willamette  River  Basin,  for 
which  appropriations  have  not  yet  been  made, 
is  sufficient  to  cover  the  initial  items  of  work 
on  the  installation  of  power  facilities  which 
might  be  undertaken  in  the  near  future. 
Approval  of  the  inclusion  of  power,  however, 
is  urgently  needed  to  permit  this  work  to  go 
ahead. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENTS  NOS.  27,  28,  £ND  29 

These  amendments  rearrange  the  House 
language  on  the  project  for  the  West  Ten¬ 
nessee  tributaries  under  Lower  Mississippi 
River  by  inserting  a  subsection,  (a),  and 
the  following:  “and  the  authorization  for  the 
Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased 
accordingly”. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  30,  DEVILS  SWAMP  PROJECT  AT 
BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  At  the  end  of  the  item  in¬ 
sert  the  following:  "and  the  authorization 
for  the  Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  in¬ 
creased  accordingly”. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  31,  L’ANGUTLLE  RIVER,  MO.  AND 
ARK. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement:  The 
plan  of  improvement  provides  for  clearing, 
enlargement,  and  realignment  as  required  of 
L’Anguille  River  below  mile  108,  Brushy  Creek 
below  mile  6,  and  First  Creek  below  mile  8, 
to  convey  flood  flows  at  stages  sufficiently 
low  to  facilitate  drainage  of  areas  outside 
the  first  bottoms  of  the  flood  plain  above  the 
limit  of  Mississippi  and  St.  Francis  Rivers 
backwater. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for 
construction:  $5,100,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  32,  RIO  GRANDE  BASIN 

Item  adopts  project  covering  the  construc- 


and  miscellaneous  work,  as  follows; 

Project 1 

Federal 

Non- 

Federal 

Total 

Chamita  Reservoir _ 

Jemez  Reservoir 

Rio  Grande  floodway.. 
Bluewater  floodway... 
Rehabilitation  work... 
Miscellaneous  work... 

Total _ 

$30,  833, 000 
7,201,000 
11,  526, 000 
200, 000 
18, 233, 000 
1, 625, 000 

$181,000 
i  75,  200 

$30, 833, 000 
7,  201, 000 
11,  707, 000 
275, 200 
18, 233,  000 
1,  525, 000 

69,  518,  000 

256,  200 

70, 328, 849 

*  Based  on  December  1947  prices. 
damages0  'S  3  Casb  CODtribution  and  $-00  is  lands  and 


Local  cooperation:  Local  interests  are  re¬ 
quired  to  give  the  customary  assurances  in 
connection  with  flood-control  projects  cover¬ 
ing  lands,  damages,  and  highway  and  high¬ 
way-bridge  alterations  for  channel  and 
levees  in  addition  to  maintaining  and  operat¬ 
ing  all  levees  in  the  Bluewater  floodway. 
They  must  also  contribute  in  cash  $75,000  to 
the  cost  of  constructing  a  culvert  which  is 
part  of  the  Bluewater  floodway  project.  Total 
estimated  non-Federal  cost  is  $256,200. 

The  plan  will  provide  for  the  development 
of  the  water  resources  of  the  Rio  Grande 
Basin  and  the  flood-control  phase  of  the  plan 
covered  in  this  report  will  provide  improve¬ 
ments  essential  to  the  economic  welfare  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  basin.  The  ratio  of 
average  annual  benefits  to  average  annual 
costs  is  1.2  to  1. 

The  plan  has  been  coordinated  among  the 
Federal  and  State  agencies  concerned  and  all 
are  in  agreement.  Construction  of  the  entire 
plan  would  be  a  joint  undertaking  of  the 
Department  of  the  Army  and  the  Department' 
of  the  Interior.  The  committee  is  of  the 
opinion  that  flood  and  sediment  control  in 
the  Rio  Grande  Basin  is  essential  for  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  valley  lands.  Sedimentation  of 
the  stream  bed  has  raised  ground-water  levels 
in  the  valley  and  caused  abandonment  of 
large  agricultural  areas  and  increased  dam¬ 
ages  from  floods.  The  comprehensive  plan 
worked  out  by  State,  Federal,  and  local  offi¬ 
cials  would  reduce  flood  damages  and  permit 
continued  use  of  a  large  area  for  agricultural 
and  other  purposes.  Approval  of  the  plan' 
with  small  authorization  to  construct  emer¬ 
gency  features  and  prosecute  plans  for  cer¬ 
tain  remaining  items  is  believed  desirable 
and  the  committee  so  recommends. 

The  sum  of  $3,500,000  is  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  to  be  expended  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Army  for  partial  accomplishment 
of  this  plan. 

House  conferees  concur,  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  lines  19  and  20,  page  23,  striking  out 
the  words:  “at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with 
titles  satisfactory  to  him.” 

AMENDMENTS  NOS.  33  TO  38,  INCLUSIVE 

These  items  provide  for  the  making  of  pre¬ 
liminary  examinations  and  surveys  at  the 
following  localities: 

Two  Mile  Creek,  Oregon. 

Aroostook  Liver  and  tributaries,  Maine. 

Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oregon. 

Skinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of 
Mannsville,  New  York. 

Steinhatchee  and  Fenholloway  Rivers, 
Florida. 

River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  39 

This  amendment  Increases  the  amount 
authorized  in  the  House  bill  for  carrying 
out  improvements  authorized  under  title  II 
of  the  bill  from  $25,000,000  to  $65,000,000. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  striking  out  “$65,000,000”,  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  “$62,000,000.” 

Geo.  A.  Dondero, 

Earl  Wilson, 

J.  Harry  McGregor, 

Homer  D.  Angell, 

Will  M.  Whittington, 

Henry  D.  Larcade,  Jr., 

Clifford  Davis, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

'  Mi’J.  ■  MDUnUNJW'7.'  Mr'.“"5'i?eaTer”  J  1 
make  the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Obviously  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  a  call  of  the  House. 

,A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

'The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 


Angell 
;Arnold 
Banta 
Barrett 
'Bates,  Ky. 
Boggs,  Del. 
Boggs,  La. 
Boykin 
Brown,  Ohio 
Buffe'tt 
Byrne,  N.  Y. 
Camp 
Clasoii 
Clevenger 
Cooley  i 
Cox 

Davis,  Wjis. 
JDawson.Ull. 
Dawson,  Utah 
Deane 
Delaney 
Dingell 
Dirksen 
Dolliver 
Ellis 

Ellsworth 
Evins 
Fenton 
Fernandez 
Folger 
Garmatz 
Gathings 
Gore 
Gorski 
Griffiths 

The  SPEA 

twenty-eight 


[Roll  No.  113] 


Murdock 
Murray,  Ten'n. 
Norrell 


/ 


m 

\ 


I 


Gross  Multer 

Hartley  Mundt 

Hedrick 
Heffernan 
Herter 
Hess 
Hinshaw 
Hobbs 
Holifleld 
Jarman 
Jenkins,  Pa. 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Johnson,. Tex. 

Jones,  Wash. 

Kearney 
Keogh 
Kerr 
Kilburn 
King 
Kunkel 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lea 

Ludlow 
Lusk  / 

Mack/ 

Macy 
Maaasco 

\  Meade,  Ky. 

Miller,  Conn. 

4  Mills 
ijMorrison 
■jMorton 
uhlenberg 

R.  Three  hundred  and 
embers  have  answered  to 


Rcxpertson 
(foney 
asscer 
Schwabe,  Okla. 
fSccblick 
Simpson,  Pa. 
Smith,  Maine 
Smith,  Va. 
Smith,  Wis. 
Spence 
Stefan 
Stigler 
Stockman 
Thomas,  N.  J. 
Thompson 
Tollefson 
Van  Zandt 
Vinson 
Welch 
West 
Whitaker 
Youngblood 


Mo.  2383),  which 
House  Calendar 
printed: 


their  names,  a  touorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  tthe  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

MAKING  IN  ORfi^ER  CERTAIN  MOTIONS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  685,  Rept. 

as  referred  to  the 
d  ordered  to  be 

Resolved,  That  during  the  remainder  of 
his  week  it  shall  be  in  torder  for  the  Speaker 
it  any  time  to  entertaiii  motions  to  suspend 
the  rules,  notwithstanding  the  provisions 
if  clause  1,  rule  XXVII;',  it  shall  also  be  in 
irder  at  any  time  during '-the  balance  of  this 
week  for  the  majority  leader  or  the  chairman 
if  the  Committee  on  Rifles  to  move  that 
he  House  take  a  recess,  -and  said  motion 
s  hereby  made  of  the  highest  privilege; 
tnd  it  shall  also  be  in  order  at  any  time  dur- 
ng  the  balance  of  this  week  to  consider  re- 
lorts  from  the  Committee  on  Rules  as  pro¬ 
dded  in  clause  (2)  (b),  rule  XI,  except  that 
he  provision  requiring  a  two-thirds  vote  to 
:onsider  said  reports  is  hereby  suspended 
during  the  balance  of  this  week. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  lays  be- 
ore  the  House  a  message  from  the 
i  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

The  Senate  having  proceeded  to  reconsider 
i  he  bill  (S.  110)  entitled  “An  act  to  amend 
;he  Interstate  Commerce  Act  with  respect  to 
:ertain  agreements  between  carriers,”  re- 
urned  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
vith  his  objections,  to  the  Senate,  in  which 
t  originated,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  said  bill  pass  two-thirds 
6f  the  Senators  present  having  voted  in  the 
affirmative. 

AMENDMENT  TO  INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
ACT— MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO. 
716) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  message  of  the  President. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

To  the  Senate: 

I  return  herewith,  without  my  ap¬ 
proval,  S.  110,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Inter-' 

’  ■  .  V 
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AUTHORIZING  THE  CONSTRUCTION,  REPAIR,  AND  PRESERVA¬ 
TION  OF  CERTAIN  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 
FOR  NAVIGATION,  FLOOD  CONTROL,  AND  FOR  OTHER  PURPOSES 


June  16,  1948. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Dondero,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  6419] 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  E.  6419) 
authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as 
follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  25. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  1,  2,  4,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16, 
17,  18,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  26,  27,  28,  29,  33,  34,  35,  36,  37,  38,  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  3 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  3,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 

follows : 

Strike  out  the  words  “in  accordance  with  the  report  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  dated  March  8,  1948”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing:  House  Document  Numbered  682,  Eightieth  Congress ;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  5 : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  5,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 

follows : 

Strike  out  the  figures  “  568”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  figures  668 ; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  19: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  19,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows : 

Strike  out  the  words  “his  report  dated  February  19,  1948”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  House  Document  Numbered  648,  Eightieth 
Congress ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  30: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  30,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

Change  the  period  to  a  comma  and  add  the  following:  and  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  accord¬ 
ingly . ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  31: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  31,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows: 

Strike  out  the  words  “his  report  dated  August  22,  1947”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  words  House  Document  Numbered  651,  Eightieth 
Congress-,  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  32: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  32,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

On  page  10,  lines  10  and  11,  of  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  strike 
out  the  following:  “at  prices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles  satisfactory  to> 
him”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  39: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment,  of 
the  Senate  numbered  39,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment 
as  follows: 

Strike  out  the  figure  “$65,000,000”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the- 
following  figure:  62,000,000 ;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Geo.  A.  Dondero, 

Earl  Wilson, 

J.  Harry  McGregor, 

Homer  D.  Angell, 

Will  M.  Whittington, 

Henry  D.  Larcade,  Jr., 
Clifford  Davis, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House  _ 
Chapman  Revercomb,. 

Geo.  W.  Malone, 

Edward  Martin, 

John  L.  McClellan, 

Spessard  L.  Holland, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate . 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  (H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and 
preservation  of  certain  public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for  naviga¬ 
tion,  flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  state¬ 
ment  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  rec¬ 
ommended  in  the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such 
amendments,  namely: 

As  the  bill  passed  the  House  the  following  projects  were  included 
under  title  T — Rivers  and  Harbors: 


Items  (sec.  101,  unless  otherwise  indicated) 


Doc.  No. 
(80th  Cong.)i 

Cost,  new 
work 

Annual 

maintenance 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine  _  .  . . .  . 

H.  553... 

$85,  700 
41,500 
18, 300 
35, 000 

$1, 000 
1,500 
500 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine  .  . . . . 

H.  555 . 

Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Mass.  . . 

H.  552. . . 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Mass _ 

H.  566 

4,000 
1,000 
1,000 
7, 000 
1. 200 

Taunton  River,  Mass  . . .  . . 

H.  196 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Mass. _  _ 

H.  600 

760, 000 
176,  000 
21, 000 
82, 000 
40, 000 
16, 400 

Point  Judith  Harbor  ot  Refuge,  R.  I  .  _ 

S.  15 

Westcott  Cove,  Conn...  ....  _ 

H.  379 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Conn _  .  ..  ...  ..... 

II.  272  .. 

5,000 

2,000 

1,000 

Rockhall  Harbor,  Md  _ 

II .  273 

Channel  from  Kent  Island  Narrows  to  Wells  Cove,  Chester 

H.  380. . 

River,  Md. 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Md  .......  ...  _  _ 

II.  381 

77, 000 

2,000 
2, 000 
1.000 
8,200 
82,  800 

Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Md  .  .  ..  ...  . 

H.  580 

31,  600 
28,  600 

153, 000 
1,  730, 000 

32,  500 
196, 000 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Va _ 

II .  420 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  Co.,  Va _  _  _  .  _ 

H.  601 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Va.,  southern  branch  of  Elizabeth  River. 

H.  545 

■Stumpy  Point  Bay,  N.  C _  _  _  .  .  . 

H.  422 

3,000 
3, 000 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear  River,  including 

H.  421 _ 

waterway  to  Jacksonville,  N.  C. 

St.  Andrew  Bay,  Fla  . . .  . . 

H.  559.. 

80,000 

5, 057, 000 

12, 000 

Galveston  Harbor,  Galveston  Channel,  and  Houston  ship 

H.  561 _ 

219, 500 

channel. 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christi,  Tex_.  . . . . .  . 

H.  560 _ 

2, 250, 000 
316, 200 
390, 000 
4, 500, 000 
190, 000 
70, 000 
34, 500 
349, 300 
310, 000 
114,500 
96, 100 

3, 605, 700 

100, 000 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Mich  j _ _ _ _  _ 

H.  546 

3,500 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  N.  Y . . . 

11.  632  . 

Pillar  Point,  Halfmoon  Bay,  Calif . _  .  . 

43, 800 
4,000 
3,000 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  Calif . . . . . . 

H.  586  . 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oreg _  _  _  _  . 

H.  650... 

Umpqua  Harbor  and  River  at  Winchester  Bay,  Oreg _ 

500 

Channel  at  Charleston,  South  Slough,  Oreg _ ...  . . 

4,500 
19, 000 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oreg..  .  ..  . . 

S.  124 

Skipanon  Channel,  Oreg.. .  ..  _ _ _ _  _ 

S.  93 

Smith  River,  Oreg _ _  _ _ _ _  . 

S.  94 

11,500 
103,  700 

Grays  Harbor,  Wash _  _ _ _ _ 

H.  635  . 

Baltimore  Harbor,  Md  (sec.  102) _ _ _ 

Modification  of  Neches-Angelina  Rivers  project,  Texas  (sec. 
103). 

Total . .  . . .  .  _  . 

20, 887, 900 

652,200 

1  H  indicates  House  document;  S  indicates  Senate  document. 
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List  of  projects  added  to  title  I  of  the  bill  by  Senate  amendments 
to  which  the  House  concurred: 

Items  added  (sec.  101) 


Doc.  No. 
(80th  Cong.) 

Cost,  new 
work 

Annual 

maintenance 

10 

$496, 900 
1,133,000 
56,  200 
17, 000 

7, 838, 000 
15,000 

$108, 000 

H.  682 _ 

Mississippi  River  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa _ 

H.  661 . 

H.  668- . 

1,000 
500 
28, 400 

Bayou  Carlin,  La _  _ 

9,  556, 100 

137, 900 

1  Modification  of  previously  authorized  project  at  saving  of  $137,000. 


Title  II — Flood  Control 
List  of  ^projects  in  bill  as  passed  by  House: 

Items  (sec.  203 ) 


Documen 
No.  (80th 
Cong.) 

Estimated 

cost 

H.  445 . 

$740, 000 

200, 000 
100, 000 
1,  520,  000 
1, 680, 000 

1,  015,  000 
500.000 
565,  000 
165, 000 

1,  010,  000 
330,000 
4,  960,  000 

2,  390,  000 
7,  700, 000 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to  certain  highway  bridges  across  the  Arkansas 

H.  112 _ 

II.  245 . 

H.  599- . 

H.  301 _ 

S.  125 . - 

S.  46 . . 

H.  206 . . 

H.  628 _ 

H.  554. . . 

H.  443 _ 

H.  274 _ 

H.  627 _ 

22, 875, 000 

List  of  projects  added  to  title  II  of  the  bill  by  Senate  amendments 
to  which  the  House  concurred: 

Items  added  (sec.  203) 


Document 
No.  (80th 
Cong.) 

Authoriza¬ 
tion  in  bill 

H.  113 _ 

$6,150,000 
250, 000 
16, 300, 000 
i  100,000 

1, 000, 000 
2, 000, 000 
3, 000, 000 

H.  643 . 

Special  provision  re  approaches  to  certain  highway  bridges  across  the  Arkansas 
River,  Ark. 

H.  651 _ 

2,  ooo,  ooo 
.son  ooo 

34,300,000 

i  In  addition  to  $200,000  included  in  bill  as  passed  by  House. 
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The  following  is  an  explanation  of  each  of  the  Senate  amendments, 
some  of  which  cover  minor  amendments : 

AMENDMENT  NO.  1 - WINYAH  BAY,  S.  C. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing  project  by  a 
■cut-off  27  feet  deep  and  not  less  than  400  feet  wide  across  the  base  of  the  point 
to  the  present  turning  basin  in  Sampit  River  and  a  branch  channel  27  feet  deep 
and  not  less  than  200  feet  wide  from  the  upstream  end  of  the  cut-off  downstream 
to  existing  and  prospective  terminals  on  the  sharp  bend  at  Georgetown  in  lieu  of 
the  intercepted  reach  of  the  authorized  channel  that  follows  the  river  along  the 
Georgetown  City  water  front,  and  maintenance  of  the  intercepted  reach  of  the 
river  to  a  depth  of  18  feet  and  width  of  400  feet. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — -Construction  of  the  proposed 
plan  will  present  a  saving  to  the  United  States  of  $137,000  over  that  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  authorized  project. 

House  conferees  concur. 


AMENDMENT  NO.  2 — GULFPORT  HARBOR,  MISS. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing  project  for 
Gulfport  Harbor,  Miss.,  to  provide  for  a  depth  of  30  feet  in  the  anchorage  basin, 
a  channel  30  feet  deep  and  220  feet  wide  from  the  basin  across  Mississippi  Sound 
to  Ship  Island  bar,  and  a  channel  32  feet  deep  and  300  feet  wide  across  Ship  Island 
bar  to  deep  water  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  generally  in  accordance  with  the  plan 
■of  the  district  engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $496,900. 

House  conferees  concur. 


AMENDMENT  NO.  3 - HARRISON  COUNTY,  MISS.,  SHORE  PROTECTION 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Adoption  of  a  project  by  the  United  States 
authorizing  Federal  participation  toward  the  structural  repair  of  the  Harrison 
County  sea  wall  and  its  protection  by  the  construction  of  a  beach,  300  feet  wide, 
from  Biloxi  lighthouse  to  Henderson  Point,  a  distance  of  about  24  miles.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  local  interests  will  accomplish  reconstruction  of  drainage  facilities  and 
comply  with  the  following:  (1)  Adopt  the  afore-mentioned  plan  of  improvement 
including  repairs  and  alterations;  (2)  submit  for  approval  by  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers  detailed  plans  and  specifications  and  arrangements  for  prosecuting  the  entire 
improvement  prior  to  the  commencement  of  such  work;  (3)  provide  all  necessary 
lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  for  accomplishment  of  the  work;  and  agree 
to  (a)  maintain  the  sea  wall  and  drainage  facilities,  and  the  beach  by  artificial 
replenishment,  during  the  useful  life  of  these  works  as  may  be  required  to  serve 
their  intended  purpose;  (6)  hold  and  save  the  United  States  free  from  all  claims 
for  damages  that  may  arise  either  before,  during,  or  after  prosecution  of  work; 
'(c)  remedy  water  pollution  that  would  endanger  public  health;  and  ( d )  assure 
perpetual  public  ownership  of  the  beach  and  its  administration  for  public  use 
only. 

Federal  participation  in  first  cost  for  construction. — $1,133,000. 

Total  estimated  first  cost  for  construction. — $2,368,000. 

Annual  maintenance  charges  to  the  United  States. — None;  all  to  be  assumed  by 
local  interests. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amendment  to  insert  the  document 
number. 
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AMENDMENT  NO.  4. — -MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  AT  FORT  MADISON,  IOWA 

Item  adopts  new  project  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Modification  of  the  existing  project  for  the 
Mississippi  River  between  the  Missouri  River  and  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  provide 
for  (1)  a  small-boat  basin  and  harbor  of  refuge  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa,  to  be 
secured  by  constructing  a  breakwater  and  dredging  the  protected  area  and  en¬ 
trance  channel  to  a  project  depth  of  5  feet  and  (2)  a  dredged  approach  channel  9 
feet  deep  to  a  site  for  a  river-borne  freight  terminal  at  Fort  Madison;  both  improve¬ 
ments  to  be  accomplished  in  general  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the  district 
engineer. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  new  work. — $41,200  for  the  small-boat  harbor, 
and  $15,000  for  the  commercial  harbor. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  5. — -PORT  WING  HARBOR,  WIS. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — That  the  existing  project  be  modified  to 
provide  for  abandonment  of  the  extension  of  the  return  pile  revetment  at  the 
inner  end  of  the  east  pier,  the  construction  of  the  revetment  on  the  east  bank  facing 
the  entrance,  and  the  inner  channel  with  a  depth  of  15  feet.  It  is  also  recom¬ 
mended  that  it  be  further  modified  to  provide  for  two  inner  channels  8  feet  deep, 
extending  easterly  and  southerly  1,170  and  340  feet,  respectively,  from  an  irregu¬ 
lar-shaped  turning  basin  15  feet  deep  at  the  inner  end  of  the  piers. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States.— $17,000. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amendment  inserting  “668”  in  lieu 
of  “568”  as  the  document  number. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  6 — OSWEGO  HARBOR,  N.  Y. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  modification  of  existing  project. — (1)  A  breakwater  approxi¬ 
mately  parallel  to  shore  extending  easterly  from  the  existing  east  arrowhead 
breakwater  10  feet  above  low-water  datum  for  2,300  feet  and  to  12  feet  above 
low-water  datum  for  2,600  feet;  (2)  removal  of  approximately  1,020  feet  of  the 
inner  end  of  the  existing  east  arrowhead  breakwater:  and  (3)  a  channel  250  feet 
wide  extending  easterly  and  terminating  in  an  irregularly  shaped  basin  at  the 
easterly  end  of  the  harbor,  all  to  a  project  depth  of  18  feet  in  earth  and  19  in 
rock*  all  generally  in  accordance  with  the  plans  of  the  district  engineer  and  with 
such’ modifications  as  in  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  may  be  deemed  advisable. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  new  work. — $7,838,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  7— INTRACOASTAL  WATERWAY  FROM  THE 
CALOOSAHATCHEE  RIVER  TO  THE  ANCLOTE  RIVER,  FLA. 

The  item  adopts  a  new  section  which  modifies  the  existing  project 
to  the  extent  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  authorized  to  utilize, 
at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Venice,  any  of  four  routes  described  in  the 
act,  the  existing  route  being  included  in  the  list.  The  item  provides 
that  the  cost  to  the  United  States  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of  the 
original  route. 

House  conferees  concur. 
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AMENDMENT  NO.  8 

Change  in  section  number. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  9 — -BAYOU  CARLIN,  LA. 

This  item  authorizes  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  the  prosecution  of 
the  existing  project,  to  protect  the  piers  of  the  railway  bridge  crossing 
at  Delcambre,  La.  Estimated  cost,  $15,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  10 

Provides  for  the  printing  of  river  and  harbor  laws  relating  to  rivers 
and  harbors  passed  since  June  25,  1938,  for  the  use  of  the  Department 
of  the  Army. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  11 

Item  provides  that  not  to  exceed  $5,000  annually  of  the  funds 
appropriated  for  rivers  and  harbors  shall  be  available  for  the  support 
and  maintenance  of  the  Permanent  International  Commission  of  the 
Congresses  of  Navigation  and  for  the  payment  in  amounts  approved 
by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  expenses  of  the  properly  accredited 
delegates  of  the  United  States  to  the  meetings  of  the  Congresses  and 
of  the  Commission.  This  provides  an  increase  of  $2,000  over  the 
amount  provided  under  existing  law. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  12 

Item  provides  that  the  dam  site  known  as  Foster  Creek  Dam  on 
the  Columbia  River,  Wash.,  shall  hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief 
Joseph  Dam. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  13 

Provides  for  change  in  section  number. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  14 

Item  provides  for  a  preliminary  examination  and  survey  of  Quilcene 
Bay  Harbor,  Wash. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  15 

Provides  for  a  change  in  section  number. 

House  conferees  concur. 
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AMENDMENT  NO.  16 — LACKA WAXEN  RIVER,  DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN,  PA. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  construction  of  an  earth-fill 
dam  94  feet  high  on  Dyberry  Creek  2.7  miles  above  the  mouth  to  control  a  drainage 
area  of  65  square  miles  and  provide  a  reservoir  with  a  capacity  of  20,800  acre-feet; 
construction  of  an  earth-fill  dam  102  feet  high  on  the  Lackawaxen  River,  just 
above  Prompton  which  would  create  a  reservoir  with  a  capacity  of  19,200  acre-feet; 
and  the  removal  of  the  three  small  dams  at  Honesdale.  (Removal  of  these  dams 
has  been  accomplished  by  local  interests.) 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $12,150,000. 

The  sum  of  $6,150,000  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  partial 
accomplishment  of  this  project. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  17 — WILKES-BARRE  AND  HANOVER  TOWNSHIP,  PA., 

SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Raising  a  low  portion  of  the  embankment 
at  Wilkes-Barre  an  additional  2  feet  by  embankment  or  low  concrete  wall  for  a 
distance  of  7,400  feet  between  Old  River  Road  and  Union  Street. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — The  project  has  been  completed 
at  a  cost  of  $3,538,000.  The  cost  of  the  additional  work  proposed  is  $250,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  18 — JAMES  RIVER  BASIN,  VA. 

Item  provides  that  preparation  of  plans  or  construction  shall  not  be 
undertaken  on  the  Gathright  Reservoir  and  the  Falling  Springs 
reregulating  dam  on  Jackson  River,  Va.,  heretofore  authorized,  until 
completion  of  review  of  the  project  to  determine  the  desirability  of  its 
construction  at  the  present  time,  and  a  finding  of  the  proper  local 
contribution  on  the  basis  of  benefits  to  be  derived  for  water  supply, 
pollution  abatement,  and  other  conservation  purposes. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  19 — CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  levees,  channel  works,  and 
control  structures  at  lake  outlets  in  the  St.  Johns  and  Kissimmee  areas;  for  in¬ 
creased  levee  protection  around  Lake  Okeechobee  and  enlargement  of  its  outlets, 
the  Caloosahatchee  and  St.  Lucie  waterways;  for  enlargement  of  existing  drainage 
canals,  and  the  construction  of  new  canals  and  levees  and  pumping  plants,  for 
control  of  water  in  the  Everglades  area;  and  levees  and  channel  work  for  protection 
of  the  area  along  the  east  coast. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $171,041,000. 

Amount  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  partial  accomplishment 
of  said  plan  by  this  amendment,  $16,300,000. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amendment  inserting  the  document 
number. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  20 — ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

This  item  provides  that  the  second  paragraph  under  the  heading 
“Arkansas  River  Basin”  in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to  provide  in  the  Canton  Reservoir  on  the 
North  Canadian  River  one  hundred  and  seven  thousand  acre-feet  of  irrigation 
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and  water  supply  storage  (including  approximately  sixty-nine  thousand  acre-feet 
for  irrigation  and  thirty-eight  thousand  acre-feet  for  municipal  water  supply  for 
Enid,  Oklahoma,  to  be  utilized  in  accordance  with  section  8  and  section  6,  re¬ 
spectively,  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22,  1944  (Public,  534,  Seventy- 
eighth  Congress)),  upon  the  condition  that  when  siltation  of  the  reservoir  shall 
encroach  upon  the  flood  control  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved 
July  24,  1946,  and  the  authorization  for  appropriation  for  the  Arkansas  River 
Basin  is  hereby  increased  accordingly. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  21 — APPROACHES  TO  CERTAIN  BRIDGES  ON  ARKANSAS 

RIVER 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  contains  a  modification  of  existing  projects  for 
flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas  River  which  were  authorized  by  section  10  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  approved  December  22,  1944.  That  modification  is  intended 
to  reestablish  the  general  distribution  of  Federal  and  local  participation  in  the 
first  cost  of  alterations  to  highway  bridges  and  approaches  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van 
Buren-Fort  Smith,  as  set  forth  in  House  Document  No.  447,  Seventy-eighth 
Congress.  The  present  estimated  cost  of  these  alterations  is  $571,000.  United 
States  Highways  64  and  71  are  strategic  highways  and  State  Highway  No.  9  is  a 
secondary  Federal-aid  road.  Due  to  changes  in  design  of  the  structures,  channel 
changes  caused  by  floods,  and  the  emergency  nature  of  accomplishing  these 
alterations  in  a  satisfactory  manner  at  an  early  date,  the  committee  believes  that  a 
Federal  contribution  to  the  modifications  on  a  basis  of  approximately  50  percent 
is  desirable  and,  therefore,  recommends  that  the  figure  in  the  House  bill  be  raised 
from  $200,000  to  $300,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  22 — BRADENS  BEND,  ARKANSAS  RIVER 

Item  adopts  as  an  emergency  measure,  a  plan  for  bank  protection 
and  control  works  at  Bradens  Bend,  Okla.,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$1,000,000. 

The  right  bank  of  the  Arkansas  River  has  been  actively  sloughing  into  the 
stream  since  1900.  Active  bank  caving  is  now  taking  place  downstream  from  the 
existing  riprap.  The  branch  line  of  the  Kansas  City  Southern  Railroad  has  been 
abandoned  because  of  the  bank  caving,  and  United  States  Highway  No.  271 
relocated  out  of  the  area  since  it  was  severed.  There  now  remains  about  3,500 
feet  between  the  present  bank  line  of  the  Arkansas  River  and  the  Poteau  River. 

'  An  existing  draw  between  the  Poteau  and  Arkansas  Rivers  would  provide  a 
pilot  channel  for  the  Arkansas  River  to  change  its  course  into  the  Poteau  River, 
forming  a  double  channel  and  isolating  upward  of  7,300  acres  of  high  quality 
cultivated  farm  land  comprising  45  farm  units.  This  would  have  a  detrimental 
j  effect  on  construction  of  the  authorized  navigation  project  at  a  later  date. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  23 — -RED  RIVER  OF  THE  NORTH  DRAINAGE  BASIN, 

MINN.  AND  N.  DAK. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  channel  clearing,  enlargement 
and  realinement  and  construction  of  levees  and  flood  walls  along  certain  sectors 
of  the  main  stem  and  of  its  major  tributaries  in  Minnesota  and  North  Dakota 
and  construction  of  a  multiple-purpose  reservoir  with  the  dam  at  mile  38.6  on  the 
Otter  Tail  River,  Minn. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $9,928,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

The  sum  of  $2,000,000  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  partial 
accomplishment  of  this  project. 
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AMENDMENT  NO.  24 — -MISSOURI  RIVER  IN  VICINITY  OF  MINERS  BEND, 

NEBR.  AND  S.  DAK. 

Item  adopts  as  an  emergency  measure  the  following  project: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — The  proposed  project  consists  of  a  system 
of  dikes  and  revetment  to  control  erosion  and  prevent  loss  of  farm  lands  from 
caving  banks  in  Ponca  and  Miners  Bends  on  the  Missouri  River  over  a  distance 
of  about  9  miles.  Construction  of  about  6  miles  of  revetment  and  5,000  linear  feet 
of  dikes  is  contemplated.  The  project  ties  into  the  bluff  line  in  Ponca  Bend  well 
above  the  critical  area. 

Estimated  cost  to  United  States  for  construction. — $3,000,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  25 - SOUTH  PLATTE  RIVER  AND  TRIBUTARIES,  COLORADO, 

WYOMING,  AND  NEBRASKA 

' 

Item  adopts  new  project  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — Provides  for  the  construction  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  works  of  improvement:  (a)  Reservoir  at  the  Chatfield  Dam  site,  (5)  Continuous 
levee  system  along  the  South  Platte  River,  between  the  Chatfield  Dam  site  and 
St.  Vrain  Creek,  (c)  Channel  improvements  along  South  Platte  River  below 
St.  Vrain  Creek,  ( d )  Channel  improvement  and  related  works  at  Boulder,  Colo., 
and  (e)  Levee  and  appurtenant  works  at  Erie,  Colo. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $49,432,000. 

Senate  recedes. 


AMENDMENT  NO.  26 — DETROIT  RESERVOIR,  ON  NORTH  SANTIAM  RIVER, 

WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 

Item  provides  for  the  installation  of  generating  facilities  at  the 
Detroit  Dam  and  the  construction  of  a  reregulating  reservoir. 

The  Detroit  Reservoir  is  one  of  the  elements  of  the  system  of  flood  control 
and  multipurpose  reservoirs  in  the  Willamette  River  Basin.  It  is  advantageously 
located  with  respect  to  a  power  market  area,  and  a  major  transmission  network 
exists  in  that  vicinity.  The  needed  additional  power-generating  capacity  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest  is  critical  and  will  become  more  acute  in  the  next  few  years. 
The  proposed  power  installation  would  generate  443,100,000  kilowatt-hours 
annually  which  would  have  a  value  of  $1,657,000.  The  ratio  of  benefits  to  costs 
is  1.57  to  1.0. 

The  total  estimated  Federal  cost  for  the  installation  of  power  facilities  including 
a  reregulating  dam  at  Detroit  Reservoir  is  $19,030,000.  Additional  monetary 
authorization  for  this  work  need  not  necessarily  be  included  in  the  bill  since  the 
available  monetary  authorization  for  the  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Willamette 
River  Basin,  for  which  appropriations  have  not  yet  been  made,  is  sufficient  to 
cover  the  initial  items  of  work  on  the  installation  of  power  facilities  which  might 
be  undertaken  in  the  near  future.  Approval  of  the  inclusion  of  power,  however, 
is  urgently  needed  to  permit  this  work  to  go  ahead. 

House  conferees  concur. 


AMENDMENTS  NOS.  27,  28,  AND  29 

These  amendments  rearrange  the  House  language  on  the  project 
for  the  west  Tennessee  tributaries  under  lower  Mississippi  River  by 
inserting  a  subsection  (a),  and  the  following:  “and  the  authorization 
for  the  lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  accordingly.” 

House  conferees  concur. 
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AMENDMENT  NO.  30 — DEVILS  SWAMP  PROJECT  AT  BATON  ROUGE,  LA. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  At  the 
end  of  the  item  insert  the  following:  "and  the  authorization  for  the 
lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  accordingly”. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  31 — L’ANGUILLE  RIVER,  MO.  AND  ARK. 

Item  adopts  new  project,  as  follows: 

Plan  of  recommended  improvement. — The  plan  of  improvement  provides  for 
clearing,  enlargement,  and  realignment  as  required  of  L’Anguille  River  below  mile 
108,  Brushy  Creek  below  mile  6,  and  First  Creek  below  mile  8,  to  convey  flood 
flows  at  stages  sufficiently  low  to  facilitate  drainage  of  areas  outside  the  first 
bottoms  of  the  flood  plain  above  the  limit  of  Mississippi  and  St.  Francis  Rivers 
backwater. 

Estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  for  construction. — $5,100,000. 

House  conferees  concur. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  32 - RIO  GRANDE  BASIN 


Item  adopts  project  covering  the  construction  of  reservoirs,  flood- 
ways,  rehabilitation,  and  miscellaneous  work,  as  follows: 


Project 1 

Federal 

Non-Federal 

Total 

$30, 833, 000 

7,  201,000 
11,526,000 
200, 000 
18,  233,  000 
1,  525,  000 

$30, 833, 000 
7, 201, 000 
11,707,000 
275,  200 
18,  233, 000 
1, 525. 000 

$181, 000 

2  75, 200 

69,  518, 000 

256,  200 

70, 328, 849 

1  Based  on  December  1947  prices. 

2  $75,000  is  a  cash  contribution  and  $200  is  lands  and  damages. 


Local  cooperation. — Local  interests  are  required  to  give  the  customary  assur¬ 
ances  in  connection  with  flood-control  projects  covering  lands,  damages,  and  high¬ 
way  and  highway-bridge  alterations  for  channel  and  levees  in  addition  to  maintain- 
1  ing  and  operating  all  levees  in  the  Bluewater  floodway.  They  must  also  contribute 
in  cash  $75,000  to  the  cost  of  constructing  a  culvert  which  is  part  of  the  Blue- 
water  floodway  project.  Total  estimated  non-Federal  cost  is  $256,200. 

The  plan  will  provide  for  the  development  of  the  water  resources  of  the  Rio 
Grande  Basin  and  the  flood-control  phase  of  the  plan  covered  in  this  report  will 
!  provide  improvements  essential  to  the  economic  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
basin.  The  ratio  of  average  annual  benefits  to  average  annual  costs  is  1.2  to  1. 

The  plan  has  been  coordinated  among  the  Federal  and  State  agencies  concerned 
and  all  are  in  agreement.  Construction  of  the  entire  plan  would  be  a  joint  under- 
j  taking  of  the  Department  of  the  Army  and  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  The 
committee  is  of  the  opinion  that  flood  and  sediment  control  in  the  Rio  Grande 
Basin  is  essential  for  protection  of  the  valley  lands.  Sedimentation  of  the  stream 
bed  has  raised  ground-water  levels  in  the  valley  and  caused  abandonment  of 
large  agricultural  areas  and  increased  damages  from  floods.  The  comprehensive 
plan  worked  out  by  State,  Federal,  and  local  officials  would  reduce  flood  damages 
and  permit  continued  use  of  a  large  area  for  agricultural  and  other  purposes. 
Approval  of  the  plan  with  small  authorization  to  construct  emergency  features 
and  prosecute  plans  for  certain  remaining  items  is  believed  desirable  and  the  com- 
!  mittee  so  recommends. 

The  sum  of  $3,500,000  is  authorized  to  be  appropriated  to  be  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  for  partial  accomplishment 
of  this  plan. 
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House  conferees  concur,  with  an  amendment  in  lines  19  and  20‘r 
page  23,  striking  out  the  words:  “at  pi’ices,  on  terms,  and  with  titles 
satisfactory  to  him”. 

AMENDMENTS  NOS.  33  TO  38,  INCLUSIVE 

These  items  provide  for  the  making  of  preliminary  examinations 
and  surveys  at  the  following  localities: 

Two  Aide  Creek,  Oreg. 

Aroostook  River  and  tributaries,  Maine. 

Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oreg. 

Skinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Mannsviller  N.  Y. 

Steinhatchee  and  Fcnholloway  Rivers,  Fla. 

River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

AMENDMENT  NO.  39 

This  amendment  increases  the  amount  authorized  in  the  House  bill 
for  carrying  out  improvements  authorized  under  title  II  of  the  bdl 
from  $25,000,000  to  $65,000,000. 

House  conferees  concur  with  an  amendment  striking  out  “$65  000 
000”,  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “$62,000,000”. 

Geo.  A.  Dondero,. 

Earl  Wilson, 

J.  Harry  McGregor,, 

Homer  D.  Angell, 

Will  M.  Whittington, 

Henry  D.  Larcade,  Jr.,. 
Clifford  Davis, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Hov.se. 

O 


~  3  - 


).  SBCOIID  pEFlCplTCY-A??rvO?HUTIOH  r, ILL,  1949,  H.R.  6935. 

Sene  Russell,  Ga,.,.  submitted  a  notice  to  '  suspend  the  rules  in  order- to 
jrose  an  amendment  to  this  hill  to  include  $75,000,000,  to  remain  availab] 
^il  expended,  for  repair,  etc,,  of  flood  damage  to  public  facilities, 

Leral  Works  Agency  (p.  £>795)  •  •  • 


11, 


SUPPLEMENTAL  INPEPENDEIT  OFFICES  APPROPRIATION  SILL,  1949.  The  At 


Committee  reported 
(p.  o^,il 


with  amendments  this  hill,  H.R, 


iations 

CRept.l75$) 


12,  MILITARY  ESl&BL I SHMENT S  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949,  Passed  1  hendment  this 
hill,  H.R,  o^Jl  (pp.  SoSO-4).  Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  !  \ilbright,  Ark., 

to  strike  out  h^he  prohibition  against  the  use  of  appropri?  1  for  the  pur¬ 

chase  of  o  1  eo maWari n e  or  butter  substitutes  for  other  thy  iking  purposes 
(pp.  SS83~^y»  Senate .  conferees  appointed  (p.  SSS4) . 

13*  ALASKAN  TRANSPORTA! l6$I.  The  Interstate  and  Poreigr  Commerce  Committee  reported 
with  amendments  219*  to  continue  until  DeoC  31*  19^9 »  the  authority 

of  the  H. S.  Maritime  Commission  to  make  provision/xor  certain  ocean  transporta¬ 
tion  services*  to,  from,  &*pd  within  Alaska,  (S.Rep€„1755)  (p»  £>79^)* 


I) 


t4»  HEALTH*  The  Labor  and  Publi\  Welfare  Committal"  submitted  a  report  of  the 'activ¬ 
ities  of  the  Subcommittee  on  health  in  relajmon  to  national  health  problems 

.  ( S.Rept *  1571)- (pp.  3795—9) „ 

15.  BI SPIACED  PERSONS.  Received  fron\e  President  a  supplemental  appropriation  es¬ 

timate  of  $4,000,000,  1949,  for  thXymnigration  of  displaced  persons”?  to  Ap-r 
.  propriations  Committee  (S.Doc.  l&l)  3793 )  • 

16.  ALASKAN  DEVELOPMENT .  Received  fro$  the  "Wterior  Department  a  draft  of  a  pro¬ 

posed  bill  to  aid  the  settlemen^r  and  development  of  Alaska;  to  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs  Committee  (p«  SJ<93)‘  \ 

HOUSE  .  \ 

9.7,  INTERIOR  DEPARTI' I  ENT  APPPQRl  IAT  ION  BILL,  1349.  Revived  the  conference  report  ^  on 
this  bill,  H.R.  6705  (Jfoc  37S2-90) .  Regarding  theWiendment  on  reclamation  in¬ 
vestigations  in  Alaska,  the  conferees  restored  the  r^use  language  with  a  change 
so  that  it  would  road  as  follows:.  "Eor  engineering  afyd  economic  investigations, 
as  a  basis  for  legislation,  and  for  reports  thereon,  relating  to  projects  for 
the  •  develonmenty/nd  utilization  of  the  water  power ,  resources  of  Alaska, 
$150,000./."  /  \ 


-S.  HOUSING. 

6959* 

Commit t 
states 
new 


bui 


Thj/Banking  and  Currency  .Committee  reported  without  Wiondment  H.R. 
they^evised  housing  bill  (lI.Rept.  23£>S)  (p«  £>73l)  *  veterans  Affairs 

r  also  reported  this  hill  (H'.Hept.  239°)  (p.  8791).  ThSOiailjr  Digest 

rvuat  this  "measure  calls,  for  renewal  of  Government  mortgage  insurance  on 
.ses  up  to  90  uercent  of  value;  priorities  for  veterans  in  buying  war- 


UoUb  up  OU  Ux  v  cxj.  U.C  ,  ^  ^  _ 

Government  housing;  and  a  revised  system  of  figuring  deprccia  on  a  ovj— 
res  on  new  apartment  or  multiple-dtirelling  co  pstruction. "  .The  oill  cc^es  no 

ntain  the  publ ic— housing  sections  nor  the  rural  housing  title. 

,  - 

■  By  s 

TRANSPORTATION.  Passed,  297-102,  over  the  President's  veto,  S.  110,' to  amehd 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  so  as  to  authorize  certain  rate  agreements  among^ 

' carrier n.  when  approved  by -ICC  (pp.  3711—2) »  *.  S 


~  4  - 


20 , 


FLOOD  CONTROL.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  H.R,  64l9»  which  contains 
authorizations  for  flood  control,  including  $10, 000,000.  for  this  Department, 
and  Army  Department  to  make  examinations  and  surveys  (p.  of 20) •  This  hill 
will  now  he  sent  to  the  President. 


MM  MM 


***** 


■*** 


SELECTIVE  SERVICE,  Concluded  dehate  on  H.R*  64oi»  the  selective-service  hill 
(pp.  o722-8l).  Final  action  is  to  he  taken  on  the  hill  today,  June  1L 


22, 


UJIffER  POLLUTION,  Received  the  conference  report  on  S.  4l8,  to  provide  tor 
watar-pollution  control  activities  hy  the  Public  Health  Service  and  ije  Federal 
Worlrq,  Agency  (pp.  £>7ol~2). 


■23- 


24. 

25* 

26. 


ALASKA.  R, 
tlement  and 


FOREIGN  Xp  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1949.  Rep.  Taher,  N.Y.,  ah  taine  Unanimous 
consent  iW  the  conferees  on  this  hill,  H.R.  6S01,  to  file  the report  hy 
midnight ,  Xj..ne  17  (p»‘S7l3)* 


d  from  the  Interior  Department  a  proposed  b£ll  to  aid  the  set- 
oument  of  Alaska;  to  Public  Lands  Commi|Cee  (p.  o79l)* 


GRAIN.  Received  a  Central  Retail  Feed  Assn,  resolut: 
the  hundredweight  system  for  grain;  to  Agriculture 


i>nmi 


favoring  a  change  to 
ttee  (p.  o792)* 


fi 

0 


C.C.C.  Received  a  Central  Retail  Feed  Assn,  resolution  endorsing  "all  legisla¬ 
tion  which  is  designed  tcn&.ee-o  Commodity  Credit"' Corporation  from  competing  with 
private  business";  to  3ankiW  and  Currency  Committee  (p.  S792). 


j3  INTRODUCED 


27  < 


HOUSING.  H.Res.  6S9,  by  Rep.  Ganb]S&,  N#Y. ,  to  establish  a  select  committee  to 
he  known  as  the  Committee  on  Housing/  To  Rules  Committee,  (p.  £>792*) 


20. 


ECONOMY.  H.R.  6976,  by  Rep.  Javitg',  N.?k.  to  create  a  National  Economic  Com¬ 
mission,  to  establish  procedure^  for  thcntformulation  and  achievement  of  nation¬ 
al.  economic  goals  for  the  making  of  volunt^r;;-  agreements  in  commerce.  To  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee,  (p.  0792.) 


IT  IMS  IN  APPENDIX 


29- 


FARM  PROGRAM.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Karris ,\;rk. »  expressing  his  views 
on  a  long-range  farm  program  (pp.  A4lo9-SO). 


tt). 


Jr. 


AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATIONS.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rerk  Bennett,  Mo.,  com¬ 
mending  Congressional  action  on  USDA1  s  appropriation  billS^pp.  A4l95~7)» 

Sen.  Broods,  Illc,  inserted  an  Illinois  Agriculture.l  Association  letter 
commending  the  work  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Agricultural  Appropriations  (pA-422^* 


’ll.  FEDERAL  PAY  : BILL.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Kefauver,  Tenn. ,  lEavor  ing  salary 


increases 

r 


l  uxjjIjo  J^xrension  01  renames  ox  .aep. 
for  Federal  employees  (pp.  A4197-3) . 


to. 


GOtURNMENT  EXPENDITURES.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Ren.  Fur  sell,  Ill., 
ing  Government  expenditure s  (p.  A4l9U). 


’3~ 

'4. 


RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION.  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  3ennett,  Mo.,  comm 
progress  in  rural  electrification  and  urging  its  further  extension  (pp.A4l9 


HOUSING,  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Ise.cson,  N.Y.,  favoring  the  TEN  housing 
hill  (pp.  A4 200-1). 
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no  objection  expressed  to  me  in  the 
erence.  There  was  harmonious 
agreement  on  the  part  of  all  parties  con¬ 
cerned, 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  That  being  so,  Mr. 
Speaker,  ^  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  further-reading  of  the  statement  be 
dispensed  wrt 

There  was  rioobjection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The\)lerk  will  report 
the  first  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows^ 

Senate  amendment  No.  16:  Pag^l7,  line  14, 
insert  Provided  further,  That  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  available  for  any  1 
incident  to  transferring  offices  of  tlii  Navy 
Department  between  buildings  at  the  eat  of 
government.” 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  40:  Page  33,  line  3, 
insert : 

“Sec.  112.  No  part  of  the  appropriations 
made  in  this  act  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
tracts  with  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation 
to  make  or  cause  to  be  made  with  a  stop 
watch  or  other  time-measuring  device  a  time 
study  of  any  job  of  any  employee;  no  part 
of  the  appropriations  made  in  this  act  shall 
be  available  for  the  salary  or  pay  of  any 
officer,  manager,  superintendent,  foreman,  or 
other  person  or  persons  having  charge  of  the 
work  of  any  employee  of  the  United  States 
Government  while  making  or  causing  to  be 
made  with  a  stop  watch  or  other  time-meas¬ 
uring  device  a  time  study  of  any  job  of  any 
such  employee  between  the  starting  and 
completion  thereof,  or  of  the  movements  of 
any  such  employee  while  engaged  upon  such 
work;  nor  shall  any  part  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  in  this  act  be  available  to  pay 
any  premiums  or  bonus  or  cash  reward  to  any 
employee  in  addition  to  his  regular  wages, 
except  for  suggestions  resulting  in  improve- 


- .  , .  „  ,  T  ments  or  economy  in  the  operation  of  any 

^r- PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  0ff8^  Government  plant;  and  no  moneys  herei- 
a  motion  which  is  at  the  Clerk  s  desk.  appropriated  for  the  Naval  Establishment 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  Nor  made  available  therefor  shall  be  used 

Mr.  Plumley  moves  that  the  House  recede  ot  expended  under  contracts  hereafter  matlf" 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  fo\the  repair,  purchase,  or  acquirement,  tfy 
the  Senate  numbered  16,  and  concur  therein.  or  ffccm  any  private  contractor,  of  any  n#Val 

vesser*. machinery,  article,  or  articles  that  at 
the  tiidfe  of  the  proposed  repair,  purcjjft.se,  or 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  23:  Page  24,  line  2, 
insert  “:  Provided,  That  of  the  balances  re¬ 
maining  of  appropriations  under  this  head, 
there  shall  be  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
1949  such  sums  as  the  Secretary  may  from 
time  to  time  determine  to  be  necessary  for 
the  employment  of  personnel  in  the  Bureau 
of  Ships  and  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction  of  vessels 
which  have  been  heretofore  authorized  under 
this  head.” 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  goffer 
a  motion  which  is  the  the  Clerk’s  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Plumley  moves  that  the  House  recede 
from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  23,  and  concur  therein. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 


acquirement  can  be  repaired,  manufactured, 
or  produced  in  each  or  any  of  tty!  Govern¬ 
ment  nava\  shipyards  or  arsepals  of  the 
United  States*;,  when  time  and  .facilities  per¬ 
mit,  and  wheirin  the  judgmpfit  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  such  rep^r,  purchase,  acquirement, 
or  production  would  not  ihvolve  an  appre¬ 
ciable  increase  in  co^t  to  the  Government,  ex¬ 
cept  when  the  repairYpur chase,  or  require¬ 
ment,  by  or  from  private  contractor, 

would,  in  the  opinjfen  the  Secretary  be 
advantageous  to  toe  national  defense.” 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  whiqft  is  at  the  Clerk’s  desk. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Plumley  moves  that  the  HoEige  recede 
from  it&misagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Sejrfate  numbered  40,  and  concur ’’there¬ 
in  wipi  amendment  as  follows :  In  lieu  oi  the 
master  proposed  by  said  amendment,  insert 
the  following:  \ 

./“Sec.  112.  No  part  of  the  appropriations-, 
'"made  in  this  act  shall  be  available  for  con¬ 
tracts  with  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation 


to  make  or  cause  to  be  made  with  a  stoc 
watch  or  other  time-measuring  device  a  tic 
study  of  any  job  of  any  employee  within/he 
Navy;  nor  shall  any  part  of  the  appropria¬ 
tions  made  in  this  act  be  available/o  pay 
any  premiums  or  bonus  or  cash  reward  to 
any  employee  in  addition  to  his  regular  wages, 
except  for  suggestions  resulting  jh  improve¬ 
ments  or  economy  in  the  opejB&tion  of  any 
Government  plant;  and  no  mqifeys  herein  ap¬ 
propriated  for  the  Naval  Establishment  or 
made  available  therefor  si^fill  be  used  or  ex¬ 
pended  under  contracts  -hereafter  made  for 
the  repair,  purchase,  ok  acquirement,  by  or 
from  any  private  contjjactor,  of  any  naval  ves¬ 
sel,  machinery,  artiqfe,  or  articles  that  at  the 
time  of  the  proposed  repair,  purchase,  or  ac¬ 
quirement  can  be  repaired,  manufactured,  or 
produced  in  each  or  any  of  the  Government 
naval  shipyards  or  arsenals  of  the  United 
States,  whepr'  time  and  facilities  permit,  and 
when  in  tlje  judgment  of  the  Secretary,  such 
repair,  purchase,  acquirement,  or  production 
would  jjot  involve  an  appreciable  increase  in 
cost  t£>  the  Government,  except  when  the  re- 
pair/purchase,  or  acquirement,  by  or  from 
any  private  contractor,  would,  in  the  opinion 
the  Secretary,  be  advantageous  to  the  na- 
:ional  defense.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  action  was  taken  on  the  several 
motions  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  include  therein  a  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ver¬ 
mont? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  in¬ 
clude  a  table  showing  the  House  and 
Senate  action  and  the  conferees’  agree¬ 
ment  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill  for 
the  fiscal  year  1949.  I  feel  that  the  con¬ 
ferees  have  arrived  at  a  very  fair  figure. 
It  is,  in  terms  of  dollars,  almost  an  even 
compromise  between  the  House  and  Sen¬ 
ate  figures.  The  bill  carries  a  grand 
total  in  continuing  and  annual  appro¬ 
priations  of  $3,749,059,250  which  is  $63,- 
111,000  below  the  amount  of  the  Senate 
bill  and  $62,326,000  above  the  amount 
passed  by  the  House.  The  final  action 
s  a  reduction  below  the  total  budget 
timates  of  $187,679,450. 


the  next  amendment  in  disagreement. 

Action  by  Congress  or/Navy  Department  estimates,  1949  ( excludes  funds  for  construction  of  aircraft) 


^  Appropriation  tipe 

Budget  estimates 

House  action 

V  Senate  action 

Conference  agreement 

Office  of  the  Secretary:  / 

Miscellaneous  expenses,  Navy _ J. - - 

Contingencies  of  the  Navy _ ty: - 

Research,  Navy _ - - - - — 

Operation  and  conservation  ofj<aval  petroleum  reserves  . . .  ... 

Exploration  of  Naval  Petroleum  Reserve  No.  4 - - 

Expenses,  island  government  and  liberated  occupied  areas - - 

$12,  417,  000 
12,  000,  000 
53, 108,  000 

1 9,  245,  500 
14.  600,  000 
2,  500,  000 

2,  500,  000 
.504,  100 

3,  942,  000 

$8,  000,  000 
12,  000,  000 
45,  000,  000 
245,  500 
14,  600,  000 
2,  250,  000 

\  $7.  500, 000 

\  12,000,000 
\  42,  255,  000 
\9,  245,  000 
14*600,  000 
2/^50,  000 

$7.  500,  000 
12,  000,  000 
42.  255,  000 

9,  245,  500 
14,  GOO.  rm 

2,  2.7’.  000 

Naval  Observatory _ yfl _ _ _ - . - 

Hydrographic  Office..  . . . - - - - - 

Total,  Office  of  ttyTiecretary . 

450,  000 
3,  500,  000 

46StoOO 
3,  700,  000 

* 

465,  000 

3,  500,  000 

110,  816,  600 

86,  045,  500 

92,015,500' 

■4  91. 815,  500 

Bureau  of  Naval  Pejdonnel: 

Training  and  education,  Navy - - - . . 

Welfare  of  nareil  personnel . . . . . . . . — 

Officer  candjfiate  training,  Navy  . . . . . . 

General  expenses,  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel . . . . 

Naval  Reserve _ _ _ 

Navatyfcademy _ _ . - - - - 

NavarHome _ _ _ _ _ 

13,745,000 

2,  510, 000 
12, 900, 000 

1,  640, 000 
129, 224,  350 

5, 085,000 
382, 000 

13, 000, 000 

2,  400, 000 
12, 000, 000 

1, 250, 000 
125,000,000 
5,020,000 
380, 000 

13,741,000 
2,  400, 000 
12,000,000 
1,  570, 000 
125,  436,000 

5, 020,000 
380,000 

\ 

13, 200,  000 

2,  400, 000 
12,000,000 
1,400,000 
'  ,  125,  436, 000 
5,020,000 
'  ,  380,000 

ITotal,  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel.  . . . . - 

Buraeu  of  Ships:  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships... . . 

Bureau  of  Ordnance:  Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  Navy . 

165,  486,  350 
377,  443, 000 
266,860,000 

159, 050, 000 
350, 000, 000 
210, 000, 000 

160,  547,  000 
370, 000, 000 
248,000,000 

159,  830, 000 
360, 000,000 
230,000,000 

Footnotes  at  end  of  table 
No.  Ill - 2 
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Action  by  Congress  on  Navy  Department  estimates,  1949  ( excludes  funds  for  construction  of  aircraft) — Continued 


Budget  estimates 

House  action 

Senate  action 

Conference  agreemaat 

($1, 215, 912, 000) 

($1, 215, 912, 000) 

($1, 215, 912, 000) 

($1, 21/912, 000) 

1,111,116,000 

1,  111,  116, 000 

1,111,116, 000 

1,111,116,000 

104,  796, 000 

104,  796, 000 

104, 796, 000 

>104,  796, 000 

78, 520, 650 

78,  520,  650 

78,  520,  650 

/  78,  520,  650 

33, 800,  000 

32, 000, 000 

32, 000, 000 

/  32, 000, 000 

229,  630, 000 

200, 000, 000 

218, 000, 000 

/  209, 000, 000 

94,  818, 000 

85, 000, 000 

85,  000,  000 

/  85, 000, 000 

70, 800, 000 

65, 000, 000 

65, 000, 000 

/  65, 000, 000 

1, 723, 480,  650 

1,  676, 432,  650 

1, 694, 432,  650 A 

f  1, 685, 432,  650 

40, 343, 000 

40,  000, 000 

40, 000, 00^ 

40,  000, 000 

171,  772, 000 

150,  000,  000 

150, 375,  pM 

150, 375. 000 

(617, 268, 000) 

(575,  000,  000) 

(605/iOO,  000) 

(585, 000, 000) 

27, 000, 000 

25,  000,  000 

2/  000, 000 

25, 000, 000 

480,  268, 000 

440,  000,  000 

/to,  000,  ooo 

450,  000, 000 

110,000,000 

110,000,000 

/T10,  000, 000 

no,  ooo,  ooo 

617,268,000 

575, 000, 000 

/  605, 000, 000 

585, 000, 000 

200,  405, 000 

199, 492, 000 

J  201, 287, 000 

201,  287, 000 

8,  519, 000 

8,  519, 000 

/  ■  8,519,000 

8, 519, 000 

(2, 318, 000) 

(2, 178, 000> 

(2, 178,000) 

(2, 178, 000) 

1, 170, 000 

1,100,000 

1, 100,000 

1,100,000 

1,148, 000 

1,078,000 

1,078.000 

1,078,000 

135,  205,000 

130,  OOjJfOOO 

134,  700, 000 

132, 000, 000 

346,  447, 000 

34^89, 000 

346,  684, 000 

343, 984, 000 

4,  345,  900 

/  3,641,000 

4,  289, 000 

3, 965, 000 

1,  280,  000 

/  1, 152, 000 

1, 262,  000 

1,  207, 000 

80,  000 

/  60,000 

78.  000 

69,000 

345,  000 

/  294, 300 

316,  300 

305,  300 

1,  350,  000 

/  1, 125,  000 

1,  325,  000 

1,  225,  000 

40,000 

/  36, 000 

40,  000 

38,000 

570,  000 

f  550, 000 

550,000 

550,  000 

1,  220,  00<y 

980,000 

980,  000 

980,000 

,  5,  300,  000 

3,  870,  000 

5, 194,  000 

4,  532, 000 

\  6, 850j$)0 

5,  715,  000 

6,  702,  000 

6,  208,  500 

X  3,31/000 

2,  757,  600 

3,  267,  600 

3,  012,  600 

X  4,  ooo 

3,  960,  000 

4,  810,  000 

4,  385,  000 

X  1/123, 000 

970,  200 

1, 122,  200 

1,  046,  200 

X  A 179,  200 

2,  000,  000 

2, 175,  000 

2,  087,  500 

\/  3,  645, 000 

3,  000,  000 

3,  000,  000 

3,  000,  000 

j/\j6,  492> 100 

30,  111,  100 

35,  111,  100 

32, 611, 100 

/  i,  r*5,  ooo 

1, 000,  000 

1, 100,  000 

1, 100, 000 

/  2, 88X00 

2, 635,  000 

2,  635,  000 

2,  635, 000 

4,  060,  OX 

3,  635, 000 

3, 735,  000 

3, 735, 000 

3, 860, 468, 700 

3,  620;  463,  250 

3, 745, 900, 250 

3, 682, 789, 250 

64,  800,  000 

\  56, 800, 000 

56,  800, 000 

56, 800, 000 

1  (14,  300,  000) 

Xs  (14,  300, 000) 

3  (14,  300,  000) 

s  (14, 300, 000) 

11, 470,  000 

v  9,470,000 

9,  470,  000 

9,  470, 000 

3  (1, 700, 000) 

\1, 700, 000) 

2  (1,  700, 000) 

3  (1,  700, 000) 

76, 270, 000 

60^270, 000 

66,  270, 000 

66, 270, 000 

(16, 000, 000) 

(16,  O00.  °0°) 

(16, 000, 000) 

(16,  000, 000) 

3, 936, 738,  700 

3, 686,  733!Xo 

3, 812, 170, 250 

3, 749, 059,  250 

Appropriation  title 


Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts: 

Pay  and  subsistence  of  naval  personnel _ _ _ 

Pay  angd  allowances . . . . 

Subsistence . . . . ....... 

Retired  pay,  Navy . 

Transportation nnd  recruiting  of  naval  personnel. 
Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts.. 

Transportation  ofttiings,  Navy . 

Fuel,  Navy . X . . . . . 


Total,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts . 1 _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery:  Medical  Department,  Navy . 

Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks. 

Bureau  of  Aeronautics: 

Aviation,  Navy . i... . . . . . 

Aeronautical  instruments.. . . . . . 

Maintenance  and  operation...? . . . . 

Research  and  development 

Total,  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  t  construction  of  aircraft) 

Marine  Corps: 

Pay,  Marine  Corps 
Retired  pay,  Marine  Corps 

Pay  of  civil  force _ 

Office  of  Commandant 
Supply  Department 
General  expenses,  Marine  Corps. 

Total,  Marine  Corps 

Navy  Department  salaries: 

Office  of  the  Secretary.. 

Office  of  Naval  Research 
Office  of  Naval  Records  and  Library 
Office  of  Judge  Advocate  General. 

Office  of  Chief  of  Naval  Operations. 

Board  of  Inspection  and  Survey _ 

Office  of  Chief  of  Naval  Communications. 

Office  of  Naval  Intelligence. 

Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel _ 

Bureau  of  Ships _ _ _ 

Bureau  of  Ordnance _ _ 

Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts 
Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgery. 

Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks _ 

Bureau  of  Aeronautics . 


Total,  Navy  Department  salaries. 


Contingent  expenses: 

Contingent  expenses,  Navy  Department.. 
Printing  and  binding,  Navy  Department- 


Total,  contingent  expenses . . 

Total  annual  appropriations.... 


Continuing  appropriations: 

Shipbuilding:  J 

Construction  of  ships . . . . . 

Ordnance  for  new  construction. 

Total,  shipbuilding 

Total  annual  and  continuing  appropriatio: 


i  Includes  supplemental  request  in  amount  op$9,000,000  not  acted  on  by  the  House. 

5  Transfer  from  I  RNV  (construction  and  rjjhchinery) . 

3  Transfer  from  I  RNV  (armor,  armament!  and  ammunition!.  - - - 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARJfS 

Mr.  VURSELL  asked  and, Was  granted 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  BARRETT  asked' and  was  granted 
permission  to  extend,  fiis  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  includd  an  article  by  the 
DAV.  / 

BOF  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
nt  to  correct  the  Rec- 
on  page  8691,  by  strik- 
third  column,  second 
irds  “of  1,300,000  each. 

J,.  Is  there  objection 
f  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  CoudertI  ? 

/  There  was  no  objection. 


AUTHORIZING  PUBLIC  WORKS  ON  RIVERS 

AND  HARBORS  FOR  NAVIGATION,  FLOOD 

CONTROL,  AND  FOR  OTHER  PURPOSES 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call 
up  the  conference  report  on  the  bill 
(H.  R.  6419)  authorizing  the  construc¬ 
tion,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain 
public  works  on  rivers  and  harbors  for 
navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  statement  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero]? 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Mr.  Speaker, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  both  the 
conference  report  and  statement  on  the 


part  of  the  managers  are  contained  in 
the  Record  of  Wednesday,  at  page  8701, 
and  are  available  to  the  Members. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  I  withdraw  my 
reservation  of  objection,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  June  16, 
1948.) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


[Public  Law  858 — 80th  Congress] 

[Chapter  771 — 2d  Session] 

[H.  R.  6419] 

AN  ACT 

Authorizing  the  construction,  repair,  and  preservation  of  certain  public  works 
on  rivers  and  harbors  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

TITLE  I — RIVERS  AND  HARBORS 

Sec.  101.  The  following  works  of  improvement  of  rivers  and  harbors 
and  other  waterways  for  navigation,  flood  control,  and  other  purposes 
are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized  to  be  prosecuted  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  supervision  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  subject  to  the  conditions 
recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  the  respective  reports  here¬ 
inafter  designated :  Provided ,  That  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March  2,  1945  (Public,  Numbered  14, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  first  session),  shall  govern  with  respect  to 
projects  authorized  in  this  title;  and  the  procedures  therein  set  forth 
with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports  for  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for  irrigation  and  purposes 
incidental  thereto,  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set  forth  in  full : 

Beals  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  553,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Cape  Porpoise  Harbor,  Maine;  House  Document  Numbered  555, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Channel  from  Buzzards  Bay  to  Buttermilk  Bay,  Massachusetts; 
House  Document  Numbered  552,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Falmouth  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered 
566,  Eightieth  Congress ; 

Provincetown  Harbor,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered 
600,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Taunton  River,  Massachusetts;  House  Document  Numbered  196, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Harbor  of  refuge  at  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island;  Senate  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  15,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Westcott  Cove,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Numbered  379 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Greenwich  Harbor,  Connecticut;  House  Document  Numbered  272, 
Eightieth  Congress; 

Rock  Hall  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Numbered  273, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Chester  River,  Maryland  (channel  from  Kent  Island  Narrows  to 
Wells  Cove) ;  House  Document  Numbered  380,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Cambridge  Harbor,  Maryland;  House  Document  Numbered  381, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 
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Honga  River  and  Tar  Bay,  Maryland;  House  Document  Numbered 
580,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Bransons  Cove,  Lower  Machodoc  River,  Virginia;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  420,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Deep  Creek,  Warwick  County,  Virginia;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  601,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Norfolk  Harbor,  Southern  Branch  of  Elizabeth  River,  Virginia; 
House  Document  Numbered  545,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Stumpy  Point  Bay,  North  Carolina;  House  Document  Numbered 
422,  Eightieth  Congress ; 

Inland  Waterway,  Beaufort  to  Cape  Fear  River,  North  Carolina, 
including  waterway  to  Jacksonville,  North  Carolina;  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  421,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Winyah  Bay,  South  Carolina;  in  accordance  with  the  report  on 
file  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

Saint  Andrew  Bay,  Florida;  House  Document  Numbered  559, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Gulfport  Harbor,  Mississippi ;  in  accordance  with  the  report  of  the  - 
Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April  20,  1948 ; 

Harrison  County,  Mississippi ;  Shore  protection ;  House  Document 
Numbered  682,  Eightieth  Congress ; 

Galveston  Harbor,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered  561, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Galveston  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered  561, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Texas  City  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered  561, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Houston  Ship  Channel,  Texas;  House  Document  Numbered  561, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Port  Aransas-Corpus  Christie  Waterway,  Texas;  House  Document 
Numbered  560,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Mississippi  River  at  Fort  Madison,  Iowa;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  661,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Grand  Traverse  Bay,  Michigan  (in  the  vicinity  of  Traverse  City)  ; 
House  Document  Numbered  546,  Eightieth  Congress ; 

Port  Wing  Harbor,  Wisconsin;  House  Document  Numbered  668, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Dunkirk  Harbor,  New  York;  House  Document  Numbered  632, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Oswego  Harbor,  New  York;  in  accordance  with  the  report  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  dated  May  10, 1948 ; 

Halfmoon  Bay,  California;  House  Document  Numbered  644, 
Eightieth  Congress ; 

Noyo  River  and  Harbor,  California;  House  Document  Numbered 
586,  Eightieth  Congress ; 

Tillamook  Bay  and  Bar,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  boat  basin  at, 
Garibaldi)  :  House  Document  Numbered  650,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Umpqua  River,  Oregon  (channel  to,  and  basin  in,  Winchester  Bay) ; 
Senate  Document  Numbered  154,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Coos  Bay,  Oregon  (Charleston  Channel) ;  House  Document  Num¬ 
bered  646,  Eightieth  Congress  ; 

Coos  and  Millicoma  Rivers,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered 
124,  Eightieth  Congress ; 
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Skipanon  Channel,  Oregon  (at  Warreton) ;  Senate  Document 
Numbered  93,  Eightieth  Congress; 

Smith  River,  Oregon;  Senate  Document  Numbered  94,  Eightieth 
Congress ; 

Grays  Harbor  and  Chehalis  River,  Washington;  House  Document 
Numbered  635,  Eightieth  Congress. 

Sec.  102.  That  hereafter  direct  allotments  from  appropriations  for 
the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  existing  river  and  harbor  works, 
nr  from  other  available  appropriations,  may  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  for  the  collection  and  removal  of  drift  in  Baltimore 
Harbor  and  its  tributary  waters,  and  this  work  shall  be  carried  out  as  a 
separate  and  distinct  project. 

Sec.  103.  The  proposed  work  of  improvement  of  the  Intracoastal 
Waterway  from  the  Caloosahatchee  to  the  Anclote  River,  Florida, 
House  Document  Numbered  371,  Seventy-sixth  Congress,  as  authoi*- 
ized  in  the  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act  of  March  2, 1945,  is  modified  to  the 
extent  herein  set  forth,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  acting  through 
the  Chief  of  Engineers,  is  authorized  to  utilize  in  the  area  affected  such 
of  the  following  routes  as  may  be  determined  feasible  by  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  namely, 
Route  1  generally  paralleling  the  coast  from  Venice  Bay  to  Lemon 
Bay  as  heretofore  authorized  in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  March 
2,  1945;  Route  2:  Run  east  from  the  junction  of  Little  Sarasota  Bay 
and  Casey’s  Inlet  Channel,  along  the  south  side  of  Venice  Bay,  to  a 
point  just  west  of  the  Seaboard  Railroad  right-of-way;  thence  south 
to  Alligator  Creek;  thence  southwest  to  Lemon  Bay;  Route  3:  Run 
east  from  the  junction  of  Little  Sarasota  Bay  and  Casey’s  Inlet  Chan¬ 
nel,  along  the  north  side  of  Venice  Bay,  to  the  old  canal  right-of-way ; 
thence  east  along  the  old  canal  right-of-way  to  the  divide  in  section 
3 ;  thence  south  to  Alligator  Creek ;  thence  southwest  to  Lemon  Bay ; 
Route  4:  Cut  an  inlet  from  the  open  Gulf  to  Route  1  (House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  371,  Seventy-sixth  Congress)  in  the  vicinity  of  south 
end  of  the  airport,  with  the  necessary  protecting  works  and  jetties, 
thence  along  present  Route  1  to  Lemon  Bay  :  Provided,  That  the  cost  to 
the  United  States  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of  the  original  route. 

Sec.  104.  That  the  existing  project  for  the  Neelies  and  Angelina 
Rivers,  Texas,  adopted  in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  March 
2,  1945,  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to  provide  that  the  local  agency 
which  gives  assurances  that  upon  completion  of  the  entire  project  it 
will  contribute  toward  the  first  cost  of  the  work  the  sum  of  $5,000,000, 
shall  be  permitted  to  withdraw  from  the  pool  of  dam  B  not  to  exceed 
two  thousand  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  for  its  own  use. 

Sec.  105.  In  the  prosecution  of  the  work  for  the  improvement  of 
Bayou  Carlin,  Louisiana,  in  accordance  with  project  adopted  by  the 
River  and  Harbor  Act  of  March  2,  1945,  the  Chief  of  Engineers  is 
hereby  authorized  to  protect  the  piers  of  the  railway  bridge  crossing 
Bayou  Carlin  at  Delcambre,  Louisiana. 

Sec.  106.  That  the  laws  of  the  United  States  relating  to  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  rivers  and  harbors  passed  since  June  25, 1938,  shall  be  compiled 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  and  printed  for  use  of  the  Department  of  the  Army. 

Sec.  107.  That  not  to  exceed  $5,000  annually  of  the  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  rivers  and  harbors  shall  be  available  for  the  support  and 
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maintenance  of  the  Permanent  International  Commission  of  the  Con¬ 
gresses  of  Navigation  and  for  the  payment  in  amounts  approved  by 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  of  the  expenses  of  the  properly  accredited 
delegates  of  the  United  States  to  the  meetings  of  the  congresses  and  of 
the  Commission. 

Sec.  108.  The  dam  site  known  as  Foster  Creek  Dam  on  the  Columbia 
River  authorized  in  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  J uly  24,  1946,  shall 
hereafter  be  known  as  the  Chief  Joseph  Dam,  and  any  law,  regulation, 
document,  or  record  of  the  United  States  in  which  such  dam  is  desig¬ 
nated  or  referred  to  under  the  name  of  Foster  Creek  Dam  shall  be 
held  to  refer  to  such  dam  under  and  by  the  name  Chief  Joseph  Dam. 

Sec.  109.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  to  be  made  at 
the  following-named  localities,  the  cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appro¬ 
priations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes :  Provided , 
That  no  preliminary  examination,  survey,  project,  or  estimate  for  new 
works  other  than  those  designated  in  this  title  or  some  prior  Act  or 
joint  resolution  shall  be  made :  Provided  further ,  That  after  the  regular 
or  formal  reports  made  as  required  by  law  on  any  examination,  survey, 
project,  or  work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted,  no  supplemental 
or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  authorized  by 
law :  Provided  further ,  That  the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
have  entered  upon  any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway 
or  harbor  mentioned  in  this  title  until  the  project  for  the  proposed 
work  shall  have  been  adopted  by  law :  Provided ,  further ,  That  reports 
of  surveys  on  beach  erosion  and  shore  protection  shall  include  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  public  interests  involved,  and  such  plan  of  improvement 
as  is  found  justified,  together  with  the  equitable  distribution  of  costs 
in  each  case:  And  provided  further ,  That  this  section  shall  not  be 
construed  to  interfere  with  the  performance  of  any  duties  vested  in 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  under  existing  law : 

Dosoris  Creek,  New  York; 

Tolchester  Beach  area,  Maryland; 

Little  Magothy  River,  Maryland ; 

Holdens  Creek,  Virginia; 

Hacks  Creek,  Northumberland  County,  Virginia; 

Back  River,  York  County,  Virginia,  and  channel  connecting  Back 
River  with  F ront  Cove ; 

Bennetts  Creek,  York  County,  Virginia; 

Powells  Bay,  Accomac  County,  Virginia,  at  Wisharts  Point,  and 
channel  connecting  said  bay  with  the  “Ballast” ; 

Fishermans  Bay,  Lopez  Island,  Washington; 

Quilcene  Bay  Harbor,  Washington. 

Sec.  110.  Title  I  may  be  cited  as  the  “River  and  Harbor  Act  of  1948”. 

TITLE  II— FLOOD  CONTROL 

Sec.  201.  That  section  3  of  the  Act  approved  June  22, 1936  (Public, 
Numbered  738,  Seventy-fourth  Congress),  as  amended  by  section  2 
of  the  Act  approved  June  28,  1938  (Public,  Numbered  761,  Seventy- 
fifth  Congress) ,  shall  apply  to  all  works  authorized  in  this  title  except 
that  for  any  channel  improvement  or  channel  rectification  project, 
provisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  section  3  of  said  Act  of  June  22,  1936, 
shall  apply  thereto,  and  except  as  otherwise  provided  by  law :  Pro- 
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vided ,  That  the  authorization  for  any  flood-control  project  herein 
adopted  requiring  local  cooperation  shall  expire  five  years  from  the 
date  on  which  local  interests  are  notified  in  writing  by  the  Department 
of  the  Army  of  the  requirements  of  local  cooperation,  unless  said  inter¬ 
ests  shall  within  said  time  furnish  assurances  satisfactory  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army  that  the  required  cooperation  will  be  furnished. 

Sec.  202.  The  provisions  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of  December  22, 
1944  (Public,  Numbered  534,  Seventy-eighth  Congress,  second  session) , 
shall  govern  with  respect  to  projects  authorized  in  this  title;  and  the 
procedures  therein  set  forth  with  respect  to  plans,  proposals,  or  reports 
for  works  of  improvement  for  navigation  or  flood  control  and  for 
irrigation  and  purposes  incidental  thereto  shall  apply  as  if  herein  set 
forth  in  full. 

It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Congress  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  provisions  shall  be  observed : 

No  project  or  any  modification  not  authorized,  of  a  project  for  flood 
y  control  or  rivers  and  harbors,  shall  be  authorized  by  the  Congress 
unless  a  report  for  such  project  or  modification  has  been  previously 
submitted  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  in  con¬ 
formity  with  existing  law. 

Sec.  203.  That  the  following  works  of  improvement  for  the  benefit 
of  navigation  and  the  control  of  destructive  floodwaters  and  other 
purposes  are  hereby  adopted  and  authorized  to  be  prosecuted  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  supervision  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  in  accordance  with  the  plans  in  the  respective 
reports  hereinafter  designated  and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth 
therein :  Provided ,  That  the  necessary  plans,  specifications,  and  pre¬ 
liminary  work  may  be  prosecuted  on  any  project  authorized  in  this 
'  title  with  funds  from  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for 
flood  control  so  as  to  be  ready  for  rapid  inauguration  of  a  construction 
program  :  Provided  further ,  That  the  projects  authorized  herein  shall 
he  initiated  as  expeditiously  and  prosecuted  as  vigorously  as  may  be 
!  consistent  with  budgetary  requirements :  And  provided  further ,  That 
pen  stocks  *and  other  similar  facilities  adapted  to  possible  future  use 
in  the  development  of  hydroelectric  power  shall  be  installed  in  any 
j  dam  authorized  in  this  title  for  construction  by  the  Department  of 
I  the  Army  when  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  on  the 
if  recommendation  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Federal  Power 
Commission : 

DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  plan  for  flood  protection  on  the  Lackawaxen  Eiver,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered 
:  113,  Eightieth  Congress,  first  session,  and  there  is  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  the  sum  of  $6,150,000  for  partial  accomplishment  of  that 
;  plan. 

SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  local  flood  protection  at  Wilkes-Barre  and  Hanover 
Township,  Pennsylvania,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act 
approved  June  22,  1936,  in  accordance  with  House  Document  Num- 
!  bered  308,  Sixty-ninth  Congress,  first  session,  is  hereby  modified  to 
j  provide  for  raising  a  portion  of  the  river  front  section  of  the  protective 
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levee  to  provide  a  uniform  degree  of  protection  throughout  its  length 
at  an  estimated  cost  to  the  United  States  of  $250,000  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  for  that  project  in  the  Act 
approved  June  22,  1936. 

JAMES  RIVER  BASIN 

That  preparation  of  plans  or  construction  shall  not  be  undertaken 
on  the  Gathright  Reservoir  and  the  Falling  Springs  reregulating  dam 
on  Jackson  River,  Virginia,  authorized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act 
approved  July  24,  1946,  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  207,  Eightieth 
Congress,  first  session,  until  completion  of  review  of  the  project  to 
determine  the  desirability  of  its  construction  at  the  present  time,  and  a 
finding  of  the  proper  local  contribution  on  the  basis  of  benefits  to  be 
derived  for  water  supply,  pollution  abatement,  and  other  conservation 
purposes. 

CENTRAL  AND  SOUTHERN  FLORIDA 

The  project  for  Caloosaliatchee  River  and  Lake  Okeechobee  drainage 
areas,  Florida,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  July  3, 1930, 
as  amended,  is  hereby  modified  and  expanded  to  include  the  first  phase 
of  the  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  cen¬ 
tral  and  southern  Florida  as  recommended  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
in  House  Document  Numbered  643,  Eightieth  Congress,  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  local  cooperation  prescribed  therein,  and  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  $16,300,000  for  partial  accom¬ 
plishment  of  said  plan. 


ARKANSAS  RIVER  BASIN 

The  second  paragraph  under  the  heading  “Arkansas  River  Basin” 
in  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to  provide  in  the  Canton 
Reservoir  on  the  North  Canadian  River  one  hundred  and  seven  thou¬ 
sand  acre-feet  of  irrigation  and  water  supply  storage,  (including 
approximately  sixty-nine  thousand  acre-feet  for  irrigation  and  thirty- 
eight  thousand  acre-feet  for  municipal  water  supply  for  Enid,  Okla¬ 
homa,  to  be  utilized  in  accordance  with  section  8  and  section  6,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  December  22,  1944  (Public,  534, 
Seventy-eighth  Congress) ),  upon  the  condition  that  when  siltation  of 
the  reservoir  shall  encroach  upon  the  flood  control  allocation  the  irri¬ 
gation  and  water  supply  storage  will  be  reduced  progressively  unless 
provision  is  made  to  raise  the  height  of  the  dam  or  otherwise  provide 
compensatory  storage  for  flood  control  on  the  basis  of  an  equitable 
distribution  of  the  costs  among  the  water  users  and  other  beneficiaries 
of  conservation  storage,  as  determined  at  that  time.” 

The  projects  for  flood  protection  at  Carthage  and  Monett,  Missouri, 
in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin  are  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  Numbered  445,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $740,000. 

The  projects  for  local  flood  protection  on  the  Arkansas  River  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  approved  December  22,  1944,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  House  Document  Numbered  447,  Seventy-eighth  Congress, 
are  hereby  modified  to  provide  that  the  United  States  will  participate 
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in  the  cost  of  raising  the  approaches  to  the  highway  bridges  across  the 
Arkansas  River  at  Morrilton  and  at  Van  Buren-Fort  Smith  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $300,000. 

The  Chief  of  Engineers  is  authorized  to  construct,  as  an  emergency 
measure,  bank  protection  and  control  works  at  Bradens  Bend,  Okla¬ 
homa,  in  accordance  with  plans  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,000,000,  as  a  part  of  the  multiple- 
purpose  plan  for  the  Arkansas  River  and  tributaries,  Arkansas  and 
Oklahoma,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  approved  July 
24,  1946,  and  the  authorization  for  appropriation  for  the  Arkansas 
River  Basin  is  hereby  increased  accordingly. 

UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  South  Beloit,  Illinois,  on  the 
Rock  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document 
Numbered  112,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $100,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  on  the  Henderson  River,  Illinois,  is 
hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  245, 
Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,520,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Aitkin, 
Minnesota,  on  the  Mississippi  River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
in  House  Document  Numbered  599,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  $1,680,000. 

RED  RIVER  OF  THE  NORTH 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control  and  other  purposes  in  the 
Red  River  of  the  North  drainage  basin,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Minnesota  as  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers 
dated  May  24,  1948,  is  approved  and  there  is  hereby  authorized  the 
sum  of  $2,000,000  for  the  partial  accomplishment  of  that  plan. 

OHIO  RIVER  BASIN 

The  local  flood-protection  works  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Union- 
town,  Pennsylvania,  on  Redstone  Creek,  are  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  301,  Eightieth  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,015,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Rosiclare,  Illinois,  on  the  Ohio 
River  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Document  Numbered 
125,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $500,000. 

MISSOURI  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  bank  protection  on  the  Missouri  River  from  Ivenslers 
Bend,  Nebraska,  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  authorized  by  the  Act  approved 
August  18, 1941,  is  hereby  modified  and  extended  upstream  to  include 
Miners  Bend  and  vicinity,  South  Dakota  and  Nebraska,  in  accordance 
with  plans  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  $3,000,000. 
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GREAT  LAKES  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Batavia  and  vicinity,  New  York, 
on  Tonawanda  Creek  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  Senate  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  46,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$565,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Dansville  and  vicinity,  New  York, 
on  Caiiaseraga  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Genesee  River,  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  206,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $165,000. 

The  project  for  flood  protection  and  other  purposes  on  Red  Run,  a 
tributary  of  the  Clinton  River,  Michigan,  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
stantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  628,  Eightieth  Congress,  at 
an  estimated  cost  of  $1,010,000. 

The  project  for  protection  of  the  Reno  Beach-Howards  Farm  area 
and  adjacent  areas,  Lucas  County,  Ohio,  from  floods  caused  by  frequent 
windstorms  and  from  increases  in  the  lake  level  of  Lake  Erie,  is  hereby 
authorized  substantially  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Document  Numbered  554,  Eightieth 
Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $330,000. 

SANTA  CLARA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  along  the  Santa  Clara  River  and  its 
tributaries,  California,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House 
Document  Numbered  443,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$4,960,000. 

GILA  RIVER  BASIN 

The  project  for  flood  protection  at  Tucson  and  vicinity,  Arizona,  in 
the  Gila  River  Basin,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in  House  Docu¬ 
ment  Numbered  274,  Eightieth  Congress,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$2,390,000. 

WILLAMETTE  RIVER  BASIN 

The  general  comprehensive  plan  for  flood  control,  navigation,  and 
other  purposes  approved  by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  June  28,  1938, 
is  hereby  modified  to  provide  for  the  installation  of  hydroelectric 
power  generating  facilities,  including  the  construction  of  a  reregu¬ 
lating  dam,  at  Detroit  Reservoir  on  the  North  Santiam  River  in 
accordance  with  plans  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers. 

LOWER  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER 

The  project  for  flood  control  and  improvement  of  the  Lower 
Mississippi  River,  adopted  by  the  Act  approved  May  15,  1928,  as 
amended  by  subsequent  Acts,  is  hereby  modified  and  expanded  to 
include  the  following  items : 

(a)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  Mississippi  River  below 
Cape  Girardeau  with  respect  to  the  West  Tennessee  tributaries  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $7,700,000,  is  hereby  authorized  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
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House  Document  Numbered  627,  Eightieth  Congress,  and  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  accordingly. 

(b)  The  Devils  Swamp  project  at  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $2,000,000,  authorized  by  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
approved  J uly  24, 1946,  and  the  authorization  for  the  Lower  Mississippi 
River  project  is  increased  accordingly. 

(c)  The  project  for  improvement  of  the  L’Anguille  River,  Arkansas, 
at  an  estimated  cost  of  $5,100,000  is  hereby  approved  substantially  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  in 
House  Document  Numbered  651,  Eightieth  Congress,  and  the  author¬ 
ization  for  the  Lower  Mississippi  River  project  is  increased  by 
$2,000,000. 

RIO  GRANDE  BASIN 

The  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Rio  Grande  Basin  as  set  forth  in 
the  report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  dated  April  5,  1948,  and  in  the 
report  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  dated  November  21,  1947,  all  in 
substantial  accord  with  the  agreement  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army  and  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  November  21, 
1947,  is  hereby  approved  except  insofar  as  the  recommendations  in 
those  reports  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  authorizations  and  limitations  set  forth  herein. 

The  approval  granted  above  shall  be  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions  and  limitations : 

(a)  Construction  of  the  spillway  gate  structure  at  Chamita  Dam 
shall  be  deferred  so  long  as  New  Mexicp  shall  have  accrued  debits  as 
defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  and  until  New  Mexico  shall  con¬ 
sistently  accrue  credits  pursuant  to  the  Rio  Grande  Compact; 

(b)  Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  on  Rio  Grande  shall  be  excluded  from 
the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project  authorized  herein  without  prejudice  to 
subsequent  consideration  of  Chiflo  Dam  and  Reservoir  by  the  Congress ; 

(c)  The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  in  conjunction  with  other  interested 
Federal  agencies,  is  directed  to  make  studies  to  determine  feasible 
ways  and  means  of  reducing  nonbenefieial  consumption  of  water  by 
native  vegetation  in  the  flood  plain  of  the  Rio  Grande  and  its  principal 
tributaries  above  Caballa  Reservoir ;  and 

(d)  At  all  times  when  New  Mexico  shall  have  accrued  debits  as 
defined  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  all  reservoirs  constructed  as  a 
part  of  the  project  shall  be  operated  solely  for  flood  control  except  as 
otherwise  required  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact,  and  at  all  times  all 
project  works  shall  be  operated  in  conformity  with  the  Rio  Grande 
Compact  as  it  is  administered  by  the  Rio  Grande  Compact  Commission. 

In  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  shall  be  governed  by  and  have  the  powers  conferred  upon  him 
by  the  Federal  reclamation  laws  (Act  of  June  17,  1902,  32  Stat.  388), 
and  Acts  amendatory  thereof  or  supplementary  thereto,  except  as  is 
otherwise  provided  in  this  Act  or  in  the  reports  referred  to  above. 
This  Act  shall  be  deemed  a  supplement  to  said  Federal  reclamation 
laws. 

Approval  is  granted  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  subject  to  the 
limitations  of  the  authorizations  approved  from  time  to  time  for  the 
prosecution  of  this  plan  to  acquire  in  the  name  of  the  United  States, 
by  purchase  or  otherwise,  any  or  all  of  the  bonds  and  other  evidences 
•of  indebtedness  of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  Conservancy  District  out- 
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standing  when  such  authorizations  are  approved  at  such  prices  and 
on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  deem  necessary  or  proper  for 
the  protection  of  the  investment  of  the  United  States  and  to  retire 
those  obligations  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  shall  likewise- 
deem  proper  or  necessary. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  in  entering  into  a  contract  or  contracts 
for  the  repayment  of  the  reimbursable  construction  costs  of  the  Middle 
Rio  Grande  project,  now  estimated  at  approximately  $18,000,000,  shall 
vary  that  amount  to  reflect  changes  in  the  estimates  of  those  costs 
occurring  prior  to  the  date  of  the  contract  or  contracts  and  in  so  doing 
may,  if  need  be,  extend  the  repayment  period  beyond  forty  years  to 
permit  payment  of  costs  in  excess  of  the  present  estimate. 

Subject  to  the  limitations  of  authorizations  approved  from  time  to 
time  for  prosecution  of  this  plan,  approval  is  granted  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  acquire,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  by  purchase 
or  donation,  agricultural  lands  owned  by  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
within  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  project  and  to  develop  those  lands  sub¬ 
stantially  in  the  manner  outlined  in  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  referred  to  above.  Lands  so  acquired  shall  be  resold  or  leased 
by  the  Secretary  to  actual  settlers  for  agricultural  purposes  under  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  him  which  rules  and  regulations  shall  set 
out  the  prices  and  terms  of  such  sales  and  leases,  the  qualifications 
required  of  purchasers  and  lessees,  and  other  matters  relating  to  the 
disposition  and  use  of  these  lands,  and  shall  provide  a  preferred  right 
to  purchase  or  lease  any  tract  of  such  land  to  otherwise  qualified  per¬ 
sons  of  the  following  classes  in  the  order  here  set  out,  purchasers  in 
any  class  being  preferred  to  lessees  in  that  or  any  other  class : 

(1)  The  former  owner  or  owners  of  such  tracts,  if  his  or  their 
title  thereto  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State 
of  New  Mexico. 

(2)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  War  II  who  are 
the  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner  or  owners  of  such  tract, 
if  the  title  of  said  former  owner  or  owners  was  divested  by  reason 
of  sale  for  taxes  to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(3)  The  sons  or  daughters  of  the  former  owner  or  owners  of 
such  tract  other  than  those  referred  to  in  (2)  if  the  title  of  said 
former  owner  or  owners  was  divested  by  reason  of  sale  for  taxes 
to  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 

(4)  Honorably  discharged  veterans  of  World  War  II  other 
than  those  referred  to  in  (2) . 

(5)  Persons  other  than  those  referred  to  in  the  clauses  above. 
Any  deed  executed  by  the  Secretary  in  favor  of  any  person 
described  under  (4)  or  (5)  shall  provide  that  any  person  described 
under  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  shall  have  the  right  to  purchase  any  land 
conveyed  by  such  deed,  within  a  period  of  ten  years  after  the 
execution  thereof,  by  (a)  paying  to  the  owner  the  amount  or 
amounts  actually  paid  by  him  as  consideration  for  such  deed  and 
for  the  actual  cost  of  improvements  on  such  land  plus  interest 
at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per  annum  on  such  amount  or  amounts, 
and  (b)  assuming  any  obligations  of  the  owner  to  the  Secretary 
with  respect  to  such  land.  Any  lease  executed  by  the  Secretary 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  to  any  person  described  under 
(4)  or  (5)  shall,  by  its  terms,  expire  not  later  than  five  years 
after  the  date  of  its  execution.  The  preferred  rights  provided  for 
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by  this  section  to  purchase  or  lease  any  land  shall  continue  to  be 
applicable  until  such  land  is  finally  disposed  of  by  the  Secretary ; 
but  the  right  of  any  lessee  or  purchaser  to  enter  into  possession 
shall  be  subject  to  any  rights  under  any  prior  lease  executed  by 
the  Secretary.  Moneys  accruing  from  the  sale  or  lease  of  said 
lands  shall  be  covered  into  the  reclamation  fund  in  the  Treasury. 

In  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  all  water  in  the 
Middle  Rio  Grande  Valley  in  New  Mexico  shall  be  deemed  to  be  useful 
primarily  for  domestic,  municipal,  and  irrigation  purposes. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as  affecting  or  abrogating^ in 
any  way  tlie  laws  of  the  State  of  New  Mexico  in  which  the  Middle  Rio 
Grande  Valley  lies,  relating  to  the  control,  appropriation,  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  water  used  in  irrigation  or  for  municipal  or  other  uses,  or  any 
vested  right  therein. 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  abrogate  or  impair  existing 
obligations  of  the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof,  including 
obligations  to  furnish  water  for  irrigation  and  obligations  to  any 
Indian  or  tribe  or  band  of  Indians  whether  based  on  treaty,  agreement, 
or  Act  of  Congress. 

There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  the  sum  of  $3,500,000 
to  be  expended  by  the  Department  of  the  Army  for  the  partial 
accomplishment  of  the  comprehensive  plan  for  the  Rio  Grande  Basin. 

Sec.  204.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and  surveys  for  flood  con¬ 
trol  and  allied  purposes,  including  channel  and  major  drainage  im¬ 
provements,  and  floods  aggravated  by  or  due  to  wind  or  tidal  effects 
to  be  made  under  the  direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  in  drainage 
areas  of  the  United  States  and  its  Territorial  possessions,  which  include 
the  following-named  localities,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  cause  preliminary  examinations  and  sur¬ 
veys  for  run-off  and  water-flow  retardation  and  soil-erosion  prevention 
on  such  drainage  areas,  the  cost  thereof  to  be  paid  from  appropriations 
heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  such  purposes :  Provided ,  That  after 
the  regular  or  formal  reports  made  on  any  examination,  survey,  proj¬ 
ect,  or  work  under  way  or  proposed  are  submitted  to  Congress,  no  sup¬ 
plemental  or  additional  report  or  estimate  shall  be  made  unless  author¬ 
ized  by  law  except  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  cause  a  review 
of  any  examination  or  survey  to  be  made  and  a  report  thereon  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Congress  if  such  review  is  required  by  the  national 
defense  or  by  changed  physical  or  economic  conditions :  And  provided 
further ,  That  the  Government  shall  not  be  deemed  to  have  entered  upon 
any  project  for  the  improvement  of  any  waterway  or  harbor  mentioned 
in  this  title  until  the  project  for  the  proposed  work  shall  have  been 
adopted  by  law ; 

Rahway  River  and  its  tributaries,  New  Jersey ; 

Chowan  River  and  its  tributaries,  Virginia  and  North  Carolina ; 

Pantego  Creek  and  Cucklers  Creek,  North  Carolina ; 

Rice  Creek,  a  tributary  of  Saint  Johns  River,  Florida ; 

Streams  flowing  through  the  Brazoria-Galveston  Soil  Conservation 
District,  the  Trinity  Bay  Soil  Conservation  District,  the  Coastal 
Plains  Soil  Conservation  District,  and  the  Matagorda  Coimty  Soil 
Conservation  District,  Texas,  with  a  view  to  improvement  in  the 
interest  of  navigation,  flood  control,  and  related  purposes,  including 
channel  and  major  drainage  improvements; 
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Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Texas  City,  Texas,  with  a  view  to 
providing  for  its  protection  against  storms  and  erosions,  including  the 
protection  of  the  instrumentalities  and  aids  to  commerce  located  there ; 

Au  Gres  River  and  tributaries,  Michigan ; 

Area  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Bellevue,  Ohio,  and  the  surrounding 
area  of  Seneca,  Erie,  Huron,  and  Sandusky  Counties,  with  a  view  to 
the  control  of  floods  caused  by  excess  underground  and  surface  waters ; 

Harbors  and  rivers  in  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  determining  the  advisa¬ 
bility  of  improvements  in  the  interest  of  navigation,  flood  control, 
hydroelectric  power,  and  related  water  uses; 

Two  Mile  Creek,  Oregon ; 

Aroostook  River  and  tributaries,  Maine ; 

Beaver  Creek,  Lincoln  County,  Oregon; 

Skinner  Creek,  at  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Mannesville,  New  York; 

Steinhatchee  and  Fenholloway  Rivers,  Florida; 

River  Rouge  and  tributaries,  Michigan. 

Sec.  205.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  liei'eby  authorized  to 
allot  from  any  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood 
control,  not  to  exceed  $2,000,000  for  any  one  fiscal  year,  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  small  flood-control  projects  not  specifically  authorized  by 
Congress,  and  not  within  areas  intended  to  be  protected  by  projects  so 
authorized,  which  come  within  the  provisions  of  section  1  of  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  June  22,  1936,  when  in  the  opinion  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  such  work  is  advisable :  Provided ,  That  not  more  than 
$100,000  shall  be  allotted  for  this  purpose  at  any  single  locality  from 
the  appropriations  for  any  one  fiscal  year  :  Provided  further ,  That  the 
provisions  of  local  cooperation  specified  in  section  3  of  the  Flood  Con¬ 
trol  Act  of  June  22.  1936,  as  amended,  shall  apply :  And  'provided  fur¬ 
ther ■,  That  the  work  shall  be  complete  in  itself  and  not  commit  the 
United  States  to  any  additional  improvement  to  insure  its  successful 
operation,  except  as  may  result  from  the  normal  procedure  applying 
to  projects  authorized  after  submission  of  preliminary  examination 
and  survey  reports. 

Sec.  206.  That  section  5  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  August  18, 
1941,  as  amended  by  section  12  of  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1946,  is 
hereby  further  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“That  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  is  hereby  authorized  to  allot,  from 
any  appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  for  flood  control,  not 
to  exceed  $2,000,000  for  any  one  fiscal  year  to  be  expended  in  rescue 
work  or  in  the  repair,  restoration,  or  maintenance  of  any  flood-control 
work  threatened  or  destroyed  by  flood,  including  the  strengthening, 
raising,  extending,  or  other  modification  thereof  as  may  be  necessary 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for  the  adequate  function¬ 
ing  of  the  work  for  flood  control.” 

Sec.  207.  That  the  sum  of  $62,000,000  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  carrying  out  improvements  under  this  title  by  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  and  the  sum  of  $10,000,000  additional  is 
authorized  to  be  appropriated  and  expended  in  equal  amounts  by  the 
Departments  of  the  Army  and  Agriculture  for  carrying  out  any  exam¬ 
ination  or  survey  provided  for  in  this  title  and  any  other  Acts  of 
Congress  to  be  prosecuted  by  said  Departments. 

Sec.  208.  That  the  sum  of  $25,000,000  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  as  an  emergency  fund  to  be  expended  under  the  direction 
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of  the  Secretary  of  the  Anxxy  and  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  for  the  repair,  restoration,  and  strengthening  of  levees  and 
other  flood-control  works  which  have  been  threatened  or  destroyed  by 
recent  floods,  or  which  may  be  threatened  or  destroyed  by  later  floods, 
including  the  raising,  extending,  or  other  modification  of  sxxch  works 
as  may  be  necessary  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  for 
the  adequate  functioning  of  the  works  for  flood  control:  Provided , 
That  local  intei’ests  shall  provide  without  cost  to  the  United  States  all 
lands,  easements,  and  rights-of-way  necessary  for  the  work  and  shall 
maintain  and  operate  all  the  works  after  completion  in  a  manner  satis- 
factory  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers :  Provided  further ,  That  pending  the 
appropriation  of  said  sum,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  allot  from 
existing  flood-control  appropriations  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  immediate  prosecution  of  the  work  authorized  by  this  section, 
such  appropriations  to  be  reimbui'sed  from  said  emergency  fund  when 
appropriated :  And  provided  further ,  That  funds  allotted  under  this 
authority  shall  not  be  divei’ted  from  the  imobligated  funds  from  the 
appropriation  “Flood  control,  general”,  made  available  in  War  Depart¬ 
ment  Civil  Functions  Appropriation  Acts  for  specific  purposes. 

Sec.  209.  Title  II  may  be  cited  as  the  “Flood  Control  Act  of  1948”. 

Approved  June  30,  1948. 
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